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COMMISSION  ON  FAITH  AND  ORDER 


MINUTES  OF  THE  WORKING  COMMITTEE  MEETING 
New  Delhi,  November  1961 


A meeting  of  the  Working  Committee  of  Faith  and  Order  was  held  during 
the  Third  Assembly  of  the  World  Council  of  Churches  at  New  Delhi  on  the 
30th  November  1961  in  Room  C of  the  Vigyan  Bhavan. 

The  following  members  of  the  Working  Committee  were  present : 

The  Rt.  Rev.  Dr.  Oliver  S.  Tomkins,  Bishop  of  Bristol, 

Chairman  of  the  Working  Committee 

Dr.  Douglas  Horton,  Chairman  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission 
(ex  officio) 

Professor  Henri  d’Espine,  Vice-Chairman  of  the  Commission 

Principal  J.  R.  Chandran 

Metropolitan  Juhanon  Mar  Thoma 

Dr.  J.  R.  Nelson 

Professor  A.  C.  Outler 

Dr.  E.  A.  Payne 

Principal  H.  Roberts 

Professor  E.  Schlink 

Professor  J.  E.  Skoglund 

Professor  T.  M.  Taylor 

Staff  members  : Dr.  Paul  S.  Minear,  Director 

The  Rev.  Patrick  C.  Rodger,  Executive  Secretary 
Dr.  Lukas  Vischer,  Research  Secretary 

The  Chairman  opened  the  meeting  with  prayer  at  3.00  p.m.  Indian  Standard 
Time. 


1.  Site  for  Fourth  World  Conference  on  Faith  and  Order 

The  Director  reported  on  the  investigations  since  the  Working  Committee 
meeting  in  June  with  regard  to  the  place  for  the  Fourth  World  Conference  in 
July  1963.  It  had  become  apparent  that  the  difficulties  in  finding  a suitable  site 
in  either  Greece  or  the  Near  East  made  it  unlikely  that  a place  could  be  found 
in  these  areas.  Moreover,  with  regard  to  Canada,  which  had  been  mentioned 
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at  the  Working  Committee  meeting  in  June  as  a possible  site1,  it  appeared  that 
1963  would  not  prove  a very  convenient  time  for  the  Canadian  Council  of  Churches, 
who  might  find  it  difficult  to  provide  financial  and  administrative  assistance  owing 
to  prior  calls  on  them  from  the  World  Council  for  help  with  the  Central  Com- 
mittee meeting  scheduled  for  August  1963  in  Toronto.  Discussions  with  people 
present  at  New  Delhi  for  the  Assembly  had  led  to  the  suggestion  of  Makerere 
College,  Uganda,  as  a possible  site,  and  the  Director  asked  for  reactions  to 
this  suggestion. 

Professor  Outler  suggested  that  places  in  Canada  other  than  Toronto  be 
considered,  and  mentioned  Vancouver  in  particular  as  being  favourably  placed 
from  the  point  of  view  of  delegates  travelling  from  Asia.  The  Director  pointed 
out,  however,  that  there  would  be  the  problem  of  travel  expenses  for  partic- 
ipants from  Africa  and  Europe ; and  also  that  the  problems  of  administration 
would  be  equally  great  for  the  Canadian  Council  of  Churches. 

Professor  Schlink  suggested  that  Rhodes  or  Jerusalem  might  be  considered 
but  it  was  established  that  neither  of  these  places  would  have  adequate  facilities 
for  so  large  a conference. 

Dr.  Payne  asked  whether,  if  the  suggestion  to  hold  the  meeting  in  Uganda 
were  considered,  there  would  be  assurances  of  adequate  attendance  on  the  part 
of  those  who  would  also  be  concerned  with  the  Anglican  Congress  and  the  World 
Council  meetings  in  Canada  which  would  immediately  follow  the  Faith  and 
Order  World  Conference.  While  agreeing  on  the  importance  of  holding  the 
Conference  in  Africa,  he  thought  the  value  of  a meeting  in  Africa  after  the  Con- 
ference would  be  much  greater. 

The  question  was  raised  whether,  in  view  of  the  difficulties  involved,  it 
might  not  be  better  to  change  the  date  to  1964.  This  also  raised  great  problems, 
however ; and  after  some  discussion  it  was  decided  to  instruct  the  Director  to 
pursue  the  question  of  holding  the  Conference  at  the  time  originally  suggested 
(15-30  July  1963)  in  Canada,  at  a place  to  be  determined,  using  such  adminis- 
trative assistance  as  could  be  obtained  from  the  Canadian  Council  of  Churches 
in  their  work  for  the  World  Council  meetings,  and  bearing  in  mind  that  the 
Director  would  be  in  the  United  States  from  September  1962  to  January  1963. 
The  Working  Committee  added  a rider  to  this  recommendation  to  the  effect 
that  the  next  meeting  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  should  not  be  held 
in  either  Europe  or  North  America. 

2.  Lutheran/Reformed  Conversations 

The  Research  Secretary  reported  on  discussions  he  had  had  with  Dr.  Harms 
concerning  the  Lutheran/Reformed  Consultation,  from  which  it  appeared  that 
those  who  had  been  taking  part  in  these  informal  conversations  in  Europe  were 
now  finding  it  difficult  to  continue  their  participation.  Most  were  busy  professors, 
much  engaged  in  other  theological  and  ecumenical  work,  and  the  demands  on 
their  time  precluded  further  participation  in  this  Consultation.  Since  the  Lutheran 
World  Federation  and  the  World  Presbyterian  Alliance  had  now  expressed 
interest  in  taking  up  such  work,  it  was  suggested  that  a new  start  with  a fresh 
group  of  younger  theologians  might  be  made,  and  the  Working  Committee’s 
approval  was  sought.  After  a brief  discussion  this  was  granted. 


1 See  FOC  Paper  33,  p.  6. 
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3.  Nominations  to  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission 

The  Director  reported  on  the  work  of  the  Nominations  Committee  which 
had  been  set  up  by  the  Working  Committee  at  its  June  meeting  1 and  finally 
commented  on  some  last-minute  changes  which  had  been  made  in  the  duplicated 
list  to  be  presented  to  the  Assembly.  It  was  finally  agreed  that  places  should 
be  left  to  be  filled  later  by  representatives  of  the  Disciples  of  Christ  USA,  the 
independent  churches  in  South  Africa,  and  the  Presbyterian  Church  in  Korea. 


4.  Place  and  date  of  next  meeting 

The  date  of  the  next  meeting  of  the  Working  Committee  was  confirmed  2 
(July  30th  through  August  3rd,  1962),  and  it  was  reported  that  the  place  was 
likely  to  be  Paris. 

The  Chairman  then  closed  the  meeting  at  3.50  p.m. 


1 See  FOC  Paper  33,  p.  8. 

2 See  FOC  Paper  33,  p.  14. 
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COMMISSION  ON  FAITH  AND  ORDER 


MINUTES  OF  THE  WORKING  COMMITTEE  MEETING 


held  at 
Paris,  France 
30  July  - 3 August  1962 


ATTENDANCE 


Officers 

The  Bishop  of  Bristol  (The  Rt.  Rev.  O.  S.  Tomkins),  Chairman 

Professor  H.  d’Espine,  Vice-Chairman  of  the  Commission 

Dr.  P.  S.  Minear,  Director 

The  Rev.  P.  C.  Rodger,  Executive  Secretary 

Dr.  L.  Vischer,  Research  Secretary 


Members 


Archpriest  V.  Borovoy 
Principal  J.  R.  Chandran 
Professor  N.  Chitescu 
Metropolitan  Chrysostomos  of  Myra 
Professor  G.  Florovsky 
Professor  D.  W.  Hay 
Professor  J.  D.  McCaughey 
Professor  J.  R.  Nelson 
Professor  A.  C.  Outler 


Dr.  E.  A.  Payne 
Principal  H.  Roberts 
Professor  H.  Sawyerr 
Professor  J.  A.  Sutler 
Professor  J.  E.  Skoglund 
Professor  K.  E.  Skydsgaard 
Professor  T.  M. Taylor 
Professor  G.  F.  Wingren 


Proxies 

Dr.  B.  Lesko  (for  Dr.  J.  Miguez-Bonino) 
Dr.  R.  Slenczka  (for  Professor  E.  Schlink) 


4 


Special  Consultants 


Bishop  Emilianos  of  Meloa  (Ecumenical  Patriarchate) 

The  Rev.  S.  Farah  (Near  East  Christian  Council) 

Dr.  H.  Kruger  (Oekumenische  Centrale,  Germany) 

Dr.  D.  M’Timkulu  (All  Africa  Christian  Conference) 

The  Rev.  W.  A.  Norgren  (National  Council  of  Churches  USA) 
Pasteur  H.  Roux  (Federation  Protestante  de  France) 

Frere  Max  Thurian  (Communaute  de  Taize) 

The  Rev.  J.  G.  Weller  (British  Council  of  Churches) 


Staff 

Dr.  R.  S.  Bilheimer,  Director  of  the  Division  of  Studies 
Miss  Betty  Thompson,  Information  Office,  WCC,  New  York 
Dr.  W.  A.  Visser  *t  Hooft,  General  Secretary 


Visitors 


Dr.  H.  Alivisatos  Dean  W.  G.  Muelder 

The  Rev.  H.  R.  T.  Brandreth  The  Rt.  Rev.  A.  H.  Zulu 

Dr.  W.  J.  Gallagher  (Canadian  Council  of  Churches) 


Minute  Secretary 

Miss  Elizabeth  Swayne 


Apologies  for  absence  were  received  from : 

Members  : Professor  R.  R.  Hartford  1 

Dr.  G.  Jacob 
Dr.  J.  Miguez-Bonino 
Professor  E.  Schlink 

Consultants  : The  Rt.  Rev.  Stephen  Bayne 
Dr.  D.  T.  Niles 
Dr.  L.Osterlin 


1 Professor  R.  R.  Hartford  died  on  7 August  1962. 


I.  INTRODUCTION 


The  Chairman  opened  the  meeting  with  prayer  at  8.07  p.m.  on  Monday 
30  July  1962.  New  members  and  consultants  were  then  introduced.  A message 
was  sent  to  Professor  Hartford,  who  was  ill.  Those  present  were  allocated  to 
membership  of  sub-committees  dealing  with  : the  Montreal  Conference  arrange- 
ments, the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  and  Secretariat,  and  regional  Faith  and 
Order  work.  A sub-committee  on  nominations  was  also  formed  to  consider 
the  question  of  the  Director’s  successor. 

II.  MINUTES 

The  Minutes  of  the  Working  Committee  meetings  of  June  1961  at  Geneva 
and  November  1961  at  New  Delhi  were  formally  accepted. 


III.  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE  STAFF 

(see  Appendix  A) 

The  Annual  Report  of  the  Staff  was  presented  by  the  Director,  and  the  following 
items  arising  out  of  it  were  discussed. 

(1)  Archives 

The  Working  Committee  were  gratified  to  have  news  of  the  work  of 
Dr.  A.  T.  DeGroot  in  the  cataloguing  of  the  Second  Series  of  Faith  and  Order 
Papers  ; and  of  that  of  Dr.  Floyd  Tomkins  on  the  archives  of  Faith  and  Order 
in  Geneva,  and  in  New  York  on  preparing  the  files  of  the  late  Robert  Gardiner 
for  microfilming  L A unanimous  vote  of  thanks  and  grateful  encouragement  to 
Dr.  DeGroot  and  Dr.  Tomkins  was  passed,  and  much  appreciation  of  the  value 
of  their  work  was  expressed. 

(2)  Week  of  Prayer 

More  detailed  questions  regarding  the  observance  of  the  Week  were  raised, 
and  further  information  was  contributed  by  members. 

(3)  Theological  Commission  Reports 

A short  account  of  the  present  position  with  regard  to  the  Final  Reports  was 
briefly  presented  by  the  Director. 


1 The  early  documents  of  the  World  Conference  on  Faith  and  Order  have  now 
been  made  available  in  microfilm  by  the  Board  of  Microtext  of  the  American  Theological 
Library  Association.  The  price  of  the  film  is  $ 105. — plus  shipping  charges.  Enquiries 
should  be  addressed  to  : The  Chairman,  ATLA  Board  of  Microtext,  Yale  Divinity 
School  Library,  409  Prospect  Street,  New  Haven  11,  Conn.,  USA.  (For  fuller  details, 
see  announcement  on  page  69.) 
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(4)  Field  Work 

Dr.  Nelson  reported  on  his  visits,  undertaken  at  the  request  of  Faith  and 
Order,  to  Colombo,  Singapore,  Hong  Kong  and  Japan  (see  Appendix  E,  part  2). 
The  Chairman,  on  behalf  of  the  Working  Committee,  thanked  Dr.  Nelson  for  his 
work  and  his  report,  and  wished  him  a full  recovery  of  health  after  his  illness. 

(5)  Staff  Consultants 

The  Sub-committee  recommended  the  appointment  of  Frere  Max  Thurian 
and  Dr.  J.  A.vanWyk  as  Research  Consultants  to  the  staff.  It  further  recom- 
mended that  no  action  be  taken  at  present  to  give  similar  status  to  chairmen 
and  secretaries  of  Theological  Commissions  after  Montreal  who  might  not  be 
members  of  the  FOC.  (See  Annual  Staff  Report,  Appendix  A,  section  B.  3.  a ) 

The  Working  Committee  asked  for  further  information  on  the  work  done 
by  Frere  Max  Thurian  and  Dr.  van  Wyk,  and  after  the  Director  had  replied  the 
Sub-committee’s  recommendation  was  agreed. 

(6)  Faith  and  Order  Lecturers 

The  Sub-committee  recommended  a plan  for  the  appointment  of  Faith  and 
Order  Lecturers  to  serve  for  a year  each,  not  more  than  three  being  appointed 
for  any  one  year  (see  Annual  Staff  Report,  Appendix  A,  section  B.  3.  b).  It  reco- 
gnized that  it  was  unlikely  that  such  lecturers  could  be  made  available  before 
1964/65.  The  only  possibility  of  having  them  earlier  would  depend  on  receiving 
from  men  already  arranging  for  leave  of  absence  in  1963/64  a tentative  agreement 
to  make  themselves  available,  provided  money  was  forthcoming  ; it  being  under- 
stood that  this  arrangement  would  be  confirmed  or  otherwise  by  the  month  of 
May  1963. 

It  was  further  assumed  that  the  arrangements  for  such  lectureships  would 
be  made  in  consultation  with  the  Theological  Education  Fund  and  with  the  staff 
of  regional  associations  of  the  theological  colleges  in  the  areas  concerned.  It 
was  recognized  that  it  would  still  be  necessary  for  the  staff  to  do  some  travelling  ; 
and  indeed  that  personal  visits  by  the  staff  in  Geneva  have  their  own  value. 

This  report  by  the  Sub-committee  was  then  discussed  at  some  length.  The 
Director  gave  further  clarification  of  the  general  outline  of  the  scheme  as  presented 
in  the  Staff  Report,  and  the  financial  considerations  were  outlined  by 
Dr.  Bilheimer,  who  pointed  out  that  help  would  be  required  from  Working 
Committee  members  in  finding  the  necessary  funds,  if  they  wished  to  see  this 
scheme  implemented.  The  estimated  cost  for  one  year  (for  three  lecturers)  would 
be  $36,000.  Professor  Outler  suggested  that  as  it  would  doubtless  prove  difficult 
to  find  so  large  a sum  in  a short  time,  it  might  be  possible  to  begin  on  a smaller 
scale  with,  say,  only  one  lecturer  for  a year,  at  a cost  of  $12,000.  The  scheme 
could  then  be  reviewed,  and  if  it  were  successful  it  might  then  prove  easier  to 
attract  additional  funds.  Dr.  Payne  agreed,  and  said  that  it  was  important  that 
the  Working  Committee  should  have  some  say  in  the  appointment  of  such  lecturers, 
and  should  have  an  opportunity  of  hearing  their  reports,  as  only  in  this  way 
could  the  value  of  their  work  be  assessed.  He  stressed  that  the  lecturers  chosen 
should  not  only  be  competent  in  their  own  academic  field,  but  should  also  be 
capable  of  understanding  the  problems  and  ideas  of  those  to  whom  they  were 
sent. 
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Principal  Chandran,  Professor  Sawyerr  and  Dr.  Lesko  also  spoke  in  favour 
of  the  scheme.  Dr.  Lesko  suggested  that  with  regard  to  Latin  America  it  might 
be  possible  to  arrange  something  in  consultation  with  the  Latin  American  Commit- 
tee of  the  Lutheran  World  Federation,  and  in  conjunction  with  the  Carnahan 
Lectureship  at  the  Evangelical  Faculty  at  Buenos  Aires. 

The  Working  Committee  accordingly  approved  in  principle  the  proposal 
for  the  appointment  of  such  Faith  and  Order  Lecturers,  and  recognized  the 
obligation  upon  its  members  to  help  the  staff  by  suggestion  and  in  other  ways 
to  find  the  necessary  financial  support.  The  Working  Committee  recommended 
that  if  sufficient  money  could  be  found,  the  experiment  should  be  tried  for  a 
period  of  one  year  with  one  to  three  lecturers,  responsibility  for  their  choice  and 
nomination  to  be  in  the  hands  of  the  officers  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission. 

(7)  The  Restructuring  of  the  WCC 

The  Sub-committee  recommended  that  the  Working  Committee  should 
indicate  to  the  Central  Committee  its  willingness  to  help  in  any  way  which  would 
be  useful  in  the  task  of  the  reorganization  of  the  World  Council’s  structure. 

This  recommendation  was  accepted. 

(8)  Relations  with  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 

The  Chairman  invited  the  Research  Secretary  to  report  on  the  question 
of  contacts  with  Roman  Catholics.  Dr.  Vischer  mentioned  the  visits  undertaken 
during  the  year  by  the  Executive  Secretary  and  himself  to  various  Roman  Catholic 
centres  in  Europe.  He  then  referred  to  the  Annual  Staff  Report  (Appendix  A, 
section  B.  2.  a)  for  the  general  outline  of  plans  which  were  under  consideration 
both  for  the  immediate  future  and  for  the  period  after  Montreal.  He  stressed 
the  importance  of  Commission  members  themselves  taking  part  in  this  making 
of  contacts  in  their  own  areas.  Small  Roman  Catholic  groups  were  being  invited  to 
discuss  and  prepare  critiques  of  the  final  reports  of  the  Theological  Commissions, 
and  the  culmination  of  this  process  would  be  the  holding  of  a Consultation  at 
Bossey  on  18-23  March  1963  between  10-15  representatives  of  Faith  and  Order 
and  a like  number  of  Roman  Catholic  theologians.  Monsignor  Willebrands  had 
agreed  to  the  holding  of  this  meeting  and  would  shortly  discuss  arrangements 
with  the  Staff. 

The  Working  Committee  received  this  report  with  interest.  It  was  noted 
that  several  Faith  and  Order  Commission  members  would  be  present  in  Rome 
at  the  Second  Vatican  Council  as  officially  appointed  Observers  of  their  respective 
denominations,  and  it  was  suggested  that  they  should  keep  in  contact  throughout 
the  duration  of  the  Council. 

(9)  Relations  with  the  Orthodox  Churches 

The  Research  Secretary  reported  on  the  setting  up  of  a Patristic  Study  Group, 
consisting  of  about  15  Orthodox  and  other  theologians,  who  were  to  discuss  the 
bearing  of  patristic  studies  on  ecumenical  thinking.  Their  first  meeting  was  due 
to  be  held  in  Paris  on  6 August  1962. 

A questionnaire  had  also  been  circulated  to  Orthodox  theologians  asking 
what  subjects  were,  in  their  opinion,  the  most  important  for  future  discussion 
in  Faith  and  Order,  and  it  was  hoped  that  a consultation  could  be  held  before 
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the  Montreal  Conference  to  discuss  this  (for  the  suggested  outline  of  programme 
etc.  of  such  a meeting,  see  Appendix  C),  and  report  to  the  Montreal  Conference 
itself. 

There  was  also  a need  for  more  extended  study  after  Montreal.  The  study 
of  the  place  of  Councils  in  the  Early  Church,  approved  by  the  New  Delhi  Assembly 
for  future  action,  would  clearly  be  of  great  interest  to  Orthodox  theologians. 
Dr.  Vischer  also  mentioned  the  possibility  of  holding  a consultation  between 
representatives  of  Orthodox  Churches  and  Ancient  Oriental  Churches  in  response 
to  suggestions  received.  These  meetings  would  require  additional  funds  outside 
the  normal  Faith  and  Order  budget  for  their  support,  and  for  this  the  Working 
Committee’s  approval  was  sought. 

Dr.  Nelson  accordingly  proposed  (a)  that  the  Working  Committee  approve 
the  suggestion  of  a pre-Montreal  Consultation  on  the  lines  put  forward  in  Appen- 
dix C ; and  (b)  that  a resolution  supporting  the  proposal  for  a longer-term  study 
be  also  approved,  authorizing  the  search  for  supplementary  funds  to  enable  the 
undertaking  of  this  work.  This  was  accepted  by  the  Working  Committee. 

Bishop  Emilianos  expressed  gratitude  for  this  initiative  on  the  part  of  Faith 
and  Order. 

Metropolitan  Chrysostomos  reported  on  contacts  between  Orthodox  and 
Ancient  Eastern  Churches  which  were  now  beginning  to  open  up,  and,  subject 
to  further  consideration,  welcomed  the  general  principle  of  a consultation.  He 
also  referred  to  initiatives  for  talks  with  Old  Catholics  and  Anglicans. 

Dr.  Slenczka  said  it  was  important  to  avoid  any  overlapping  now  that  this 
work  was  being  opened  up  so  much  more,  and  he  suggested  that  Faith  and  Order 
should  keep  close  contacts  with  the  EKiD  and  such  bodies  as  the  Church  of 
England  Council  on  Inter-Church  Relations.  Father  Florovsky  welcomed  the 
fresh  and  indeed  “revolutionary”  approach  outlined  in  the  proposed  programme 
for  the  pre-Montreal  consultation. 

(10)  Relations  with  Evangelical  Groups 

The  Research  Secretary  explained  the  difficulties  encountered  in  making 
contacts  with  evangelical  churches  and  groups  on  account  of  their  great  variety 
and  diversity,  and  suggested  that  contacts  made  at  regional  or  local  levels  were 
generally  found  to  have  the  best  results.  This  meant  also,  as  in  the  case  with  the 
Roman  Catholics,  that  it  was  important  for  Commission  members  to  take  the 
initiative  in  making  such  contacts  locally.  Reference  was  also  made  to  the  other 
suggestions  for  developing  contacts  put  forward  in  the  Annual  Staff  Report 
(Appendix  A,  section  B.  2.  c ).  The  Rev.  W.  A.  Norgren  and  the  Rev.  J.  G.  Wel- 
ler, Faith  and  Order  secretaries  in  the  USA  and  in  Britain  respectively,  reported 
briefly  on  developments  in  evangelical  contacts  being  made  in  their  own  countries. 

(11)  World  Communion  Sunday 

The  Research  Secretary  referred  to  the  paper  on  World  Communion 
Sunday  which  had  been  circulated  (Appendix  D)  and  outlined  the  history  and 
growth  of  this  observance.  He  suggested  that  it  might  be  valuable  if  Faith  and 
Order  were  now  to  consider  assuming  a certain  limited  responsibility  for  the 
introduction  and  expansion  of  World  Communion  Sunday,  by  linking  it  with 
the  January  Week  of  Prayer  for  Christian  Unity.  This  would  help  to  stress  the 


9 


“vertical”  element  in  prayer,  the  drawing  of  people  nearer  to  Christ  as  the  Lord 
of  the  Eucharist,  and  thus  nearer  to  one  another. 

In  the  discussion  which  followed,  Professor  Outler  strongly  supported  the 
Research  Secretary’s  suggestions.  The  Rev.  W.  A.  Norgren  said  that  in  their 
present  form  the  materials  and  the  general  outline  of  the  observance  required 
considerable  re-working  before  their  use  could  become  more  widely  acceptable. 
The  organization  of  the  observance  was  now  in  the  hands  of  the  Evangelism 
Department  of  the  NCCC/USA,  with  which  he  was  in  touch.  Pastor  Hebert  Roux 
expressed  certain  misgivings  due  to  a fear  among  the  Reformed  of  seeing  the 
Holy  Communion  made  into  an  artificial  means  of  giving  the  impression  of  an 
unreal  kind  of  spiritual  unity,  which  would  be  greatly  deprecated.  Father  Flo- 
rovsky  agreed  ; and  the  Chairman  said  he  considered  that  much  more  information 
was  needed  before  the  Working  Committee  could  come  to  any  decision.  It 
was  not  possible  for  the  question  to  be  fitted  into  the  scheme  of  the  Montreal 
Conference,  but  he  suggested  that  the  staff  be  authorized  to  continue  exploring 
the  possibilities,  and  should  hold  discussions  with  the  sponsoring  body  concerning 
the  re-shaping  of  the  materials.  Then  a more  extended  written  report  could  be 
presented  at  the  short  Commission  meeting  at  Montreal.  This  was  agreed. 


IV.  FOURTH  WORLD  CONFERENCE  ON  FAITH  AND  ORDER, 

MONTREAL 

A.  Administrative  Arrangements 

(1)  Allocation  of  places  to  member  churches 

The  list  put  forward  by  the  Staff  was  accepted,  with  the  suggestion  that  the 
list  should  be  re-arranged  by  continents,  so  that  the  regional  balance  could  be 
more  clearly  seen.  It  was  agreed  that  the  churches  applying  for  admission  to  the 
World  Council  should  also  be  invited  after  their  application  had  been  accepted 
at  the  next  meeting  of  the  Central  Committee.  If  for  any  reason  they  were  not 
elected  as  member  churches,  they  should  in  any  case  receive  an  invitation  for 
Montreal  as  non-member  churches.  With  regard  to  an  invitation  to  the  Armenian 
churches,  the  Secretariat  was  authorized  to  take  appropriate  action  in  consultation 
with  the  General  Secretariat  when  the  situation  became  clearer. 

(2)  Non-member  churches 

The  list  put  forward  of  non-member  churches  to  receive  invitations  was 
accepted,  and  some  suggestions  of  further  names  to  be  added  were  received.  The 
WCC  Executive  Committee  had  assigned  30  places  for  this  category.  The  Staff 
suggested  that  a maximum  of  15  places  be  added  from  the  allocation  to  member 
churches  which  do  not  accept  the  invitation,  and  this  was  also  agreed. 

(3)  Youth  Delegates 

It  was  reported  that  arrangements  for  the  selection  of  the  25  Youth  Dele- 
gates were  in  the  hands  of  the  WCC  Youth  Department,  since  the  persons 
chosen  had  the  status  of  delegates  of  the  Youth  Department  to  the  Faith  and 
Order  Conference.  In  response  to  questions,  it  was  suggested  that  members  of 
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the  Working  Committee  who  wished  to  recommend  individuals  for  nomination 
as  Youth  Delegates  should  write  either  to  the  WCC  Youth  Department  or  to  the 
National  Council  in  their  own  country,  giving  details  of  the  persons  they  wished 
to  have  considered. 

(4)  Advisers 

The  Director  explained  that  the  list  of  possible  Advisers  put  forward  was 
still  very  tentative,  since  it  was  not  yet  known  how  many  would  be  chosen  as 
Delegates  of  their  respective  churches,  and  for  that  reason  urged  that  the  list 
be  regarded  as  strictly  confidential.  It  was  hoped  that  as  many  as  possible  of  the 
members  of  the  Working  Committee  and  officers  of  the  Theological  Commissions 
would  be  chosen  as  Delegates,  and  thus  leave  as  much  “elbow  room”  as  possible 
for  the  selection  of  other  people  as  Advisers  who  might  have  a particular  contri- 
bution to  make.  Dr.  Bilheimer  expressed  the  hope  that  as  far  as  possible  the  chur- 
ches would  pay  the  expenses  of  those  invited  as  Advisers  as  well  as  the  expenses 
of  their  delegates,  since  it  would  be  extremely  difficult  for  the  WCC  to  provide 
sufficient  resources. 

The  question  of  the  position  and  function  of  Advisers  at  the  Conference 
was  then  discussed.  The  Director  said  it  was  hoped  that  they  would  be  able  to 
take  as  full  a part  in  the  work  of  the  Conference  as  possible,  and  that  therefore 
their  rights  should  be  more  extensive  than  those  of  Advisers  at  an  ordinary  WCC 
Conference  or  Assembly.  It  was  agreed  that,  as  at  the  Lund  Conference,  Advisers 
should  have  full  rights  of  speech  in  both  plenary  sessions  and  in  the  Section 
meetings,  but  no  right  of  vote.  As,  owing  to  the  nature  of  the  Conference,  it 
was  envisaged  that  there  would  be  relatively  little  need  for  sessions  where  voting 
would  be  required,  it  was  thought  that  this  would  give  the  Advisers  adequate 
freedom.  Further  names  of  people  who  might  be  invited  as  Advisers  were  suggested. 

(5)  WCC  Staff  at  Montreal 

Each  Division  of  the  World  Council  had  been  asked  to  nominate  at  least 
one  member  for  the  Conference  Staff,  but  there  were  no  details  to  report  yet. 

(6)  Press  Representation 

It  was  reported  that  press  arangements  would  be  in  the  hands  of  Miss  Betty 
Thompson,  of  the  Information  Staff  of  the  WCC  New  York  office.  It  was  agreed 
that  the  Secretariat  should  discuss  with  her  the  question  of  the  appointment 
of  a Conference  Delegate  to  be  in  charge  of  press  conferences.  Professor  Hay 
reported  that  two  sub-committees  were  being  set  up  in  Montreal,  and  that  they 
would  keep  in  touch  with  Miss  Thompson. 

(7)  Representatives  from  Fraternal  Organizations 

The  Executive  Secretary  explained  that  there  was  no  special  category  for 
Fraternal  Delegates  as  there  had  been  at  the  New  Delhi  Assembly,  and  it  would 
therefore  be  necessary  for  such  representatives  to  attend  either  as  Advisers  or 
Observers,  unless  the  Working  Committee  wished  to  decide  otherwise.  It  was 
agreed  that  representatives  of  world  confessional  bodies  should  be  chosen  from 
among  those  selected  by  their  churches  as  Delegates  ; while  full-time  Faith  and 
Order  officers  of  regional  and  national  councils  should  constitute  a special  category 
(to  the  number  of  14). 
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(8)  Policy  regarding  Guests  and  Visitors 

After  a short  discussion,  the  Working  Committee  agreed  to  the  following 
suggested  policy : 

(1)  That  the  number  of  Guests  be  limited  to  100,  with  a maximum  of 

30  from  the  USA ; 

20  from  Canada ; 

50  from  elsewhere. 

(2)  That  such  Guests  be  required  to  pay  the  full  cost  of  board  and  a part 
of  the  registration  fee. 

(3)  That  names  should  be  submitted  by  NCCs,  the  final  choice  to  lie  with 
the  Secretariat  at  Geneva. 

(4)  That  at  the  sessions  they  should  be  permitted  to  attend  as  far  as  accommo- 
dation allows,  but  without  any  rights  of  speech  or  vote. 

(9)  Local  Arrangements 

Dr.  W.  J.  Gallagher  of  the  Canadian  Council  of  Churches  gave  a brief 
report  on  the  situation  with  regard  to  arrangements  at  McGill  University  and  the 
plans  which  the  local  committee  were  forming.  The  Chairman,  in  thanking 
him  on  behalf  of  the  Working  Committee,  expressed  appreciation  of  all  that 
was  being  done  by  the  Canadian  Council. 


B.  Programme  Arrangements 

(1)  Date  of  next  Faith  and  Order  Commission  Meeting 

After  extensive  discussion  of  the  advantages  and  disadvantages,  the  Working 
Committee  decided  that  it  would  be  preferable  to  hold  only  a short  meeting  of  the 
FOC  at  Montreal  immediately  preceding  the  opening  of  the  World  Conference, 
in  order  to  deal  with  necessary  business  ; and  it  was  agreed  that  a full-scale  meeting 
of  the  Commission  be  held  in  1964.  Suggestions  as  to  the  date  and  place  of  such 
a meeting  were  referred  to  the  appropriate  Sub-committee. 

(2)  Agenda  for  Montreal  Conference  (see  Appendix  B) 

The  question  of  how  the  World  Conference  should  make  use  of  the  reports 
of  the  Theological  Commissions  was  raised.  It  was  emphasized  that  the  task 
of  the  Sections  was  not  to  try  to  rewrite  these  reports : but  to  use  them  as  a basis 
for  going  more  deeply  into  the  questions  before  them  for  consideration.  The 
fact  that  in  most  cases  there  would  be  two  reports  from  each  Theological  Commis- 
sion would  mean  that  there  were  varying  approaches  to  these  questions.  If 
necessary,  comments  and  criticisms  could  be  added  by  the  Conference  before 
the  reports  were  issued  generally. 

Discussion  then  turned  to  the  detailed  agenda  for  the  Sections.  Father  Bovoroy 
urged  that  the  work  of  the  Sections  should  not  be  too  abstract,  and  that  they 
should  deal  with  practical  theological  questions  relevant  to  the  Church’s  present 
situation  ; while  Professor  Skydsgaard  warned  the  Committee  against  “ecumenical 
haste.”  Various  alterations  to  the  material  in  the  five  Sections  suggested  by  the 
Sub-committee  were  considered  and  after  some  further  discussion  it  was  agreed 
to  leave  the  Staff  to  produce  the  final  version  of  the  document,  in  the  light  of  the 
points  raised. 
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(3)  Time  Schedule  and  Conference  Leaders 

The  Working  Committee  considered  the  proposed  time-schedule  for  the 
Montreal  Conference,  together  with  the  suggested  names  for  Conference  leaders 
which  had  been  put  forward.  Brief  explanations  were  given  by  the  Staff.  The 
arrangements  for  the  suggested  general  meetings  were  first  discussed.  Various 
suggestions  and  comments  were  made,  and  there  was  some  discussion  in  particular 
about  what  form  the  proposed  “Observers’  night”  should  take.  It  was  thought 
that  it  would  be  too  early  in  the  Conference  to  expect  the  Observers  to  give 
their  reactions  to  the  Conference,  and  that  to  have  the  Observers  speak  on  a 
subject  chosen  by  themselves  would  be  too  general  in  scope.  It  was  agreed  that 
there  should  be  a session  devoted  to  an  assessment  of  the  Vatican  Council ; and 
that  it  should  be  left  to  the  Staff  to  make  the  final  arrangements  for  all  the  general 
meetings  in  the  light  of  the  comments  received. 

In  the  discussion  on  the  ap ointment  of  Conference  officers  the  question  was 
raised  as  to  whether  such  officers  should  be  appointed  only  from  Delegates,  or 
whether  Advisers  could  be  chosen  also.  After  some  discussion  the  Working 
Committee  agreed  that  the  main  essential  was  that  the  officers  should  be  chosen 
for  their  qualifications,  rather  than  according  to  their  category  at  the  Conference, 
and  while  it  was  preferable  that  they  should  be  Delegates,  they  could  also  be 
chosen  from  among  the  Advisers  if  no  one  suitable  could  be  found  among  the 
Delegates. 

After  some  amendments  had  been  made,  and  some  further  names  suggested 
as  alternatives  in  the  event  of  refusals  being  received,  the  list  of  Conference 
officers  was  agreed. 

(4)  Rules  for  Procedure 

The  Executive  Secretary  explained  that  the  Rules  of  Debate  which  had 
been  drafted  for  Plenary  Sessions  followed  in  most  respects  those  drawn  up  for 
the  New  Delhi  Assembly  of  the  WCC.  It  was  suggested  after  some  discussion  that 
since  a considerable  amount  of  Conference  time  at  Montreal  would  be  in  Sections 
rather  than  in  Plenary,  rules  should  be  drawn  up  for  these  sessions  also  ; and  it 
was  agreed  that  the  Executive  Secretary  should  discuss  this  matter  further  with 
Dr.  Payne. 

(5)  Conference  Message 

With  regard  to  the  question  as  to  whether  or  not  it  was  desirable  that  there 
should  be  a Conference  “Message,”  the  Working  Committee  appeared  to  be 
equally  divided.  It  was  agreed  to  allow  the  matter  to  remain  open  for  the  present, 
and  to  leave  the  question  of  the  formation  of  a “Message  Preparation  Committee” 
to  the  Staff,  if  it  should  seem  desirable. 

(6)  Worship  and  Bible  Study 

The  report  of  the  Sub-committee  on  Worship  at  the  Montreal  Conference 
which  had  met  before  the  Working  Committee,  was  presented  by  the  chairman, 
Dr.  J.  R.  Nelson.  The  report  was  briefly  discussed  and  accepted  as  amended. 
It  was  agreed  that  the  Worship  Sub-committee  should  be  maintained  as  a consult- 
ative body  until  Montreal,  and  should  meet  there  on  the  eve  of  the  Conference, 
and  that  Dr.  Nelson  should  have  general  oversight  of  the  worship  at  Montreal. 
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C.  Conference  Preparations,  August  1962  to  July  1963 

(1)  Agenda  Drafting  Group 

The  proposal  to  have  a meeting  of  an  Agenda  Drafting  Group  of  20-30  persons 
at  Bossey  in  June  1963  was  approved.  It  was  explained  that  this  group  would 
be  charged  with  the  final  preparation  of  the  Sections’  agenda  in  the  light  of  the 
published  work  of  the  Theological  Commissions  and  of  other  developments  in 
the  coming  months  of  which  the  Conference  should  take  notice.  Proposals  for 
membership  of  the  Drafting  Group  were  also  approved. 

(2)  Regional  Studies 

The  Research  Secretary  reported  briefly  on  the  work  of  the  regional  study 
groups  which  were  preparing  for  the  World  Conference,  and  explained  that  their 
reports  would  form  a valuable  part  of  the  material  to  be  considered  by  the  Agenda 
Drafting  Group  as  preparatory  documentation  for  the  Sections. 

(3)  Prayer  for  the  Conference 

The  Executive  Secretary  reported  that  a Prayer  Card  was  being  prepared, 
with  intercessions  for  the  work  of  the  Conference  and  for  those  taking  part. 
It  was  planned  to  send  this  out  in  the  near  future,  possibly  with  the  Working 
Committee  minutes,  or  with  the  material  for  the  Week  of  Prayer.  This  report  was 
accepted. 

(4)  Preparations  by  National  Councils 

The  Rev.  W.  A.  Norgren  reported  on  the  preparatory  work  being  done  on 
Faith  and  Order  studies  in  the  USA  for  the  Montreal  Conference.  Pastor  Hebert 
Roux  told  the  Working  Committee  that  the  French  Reformed  Church  had  charged 
its  delegate  to  Montreal  to  prepare  a questionnaire  on  the  five  Sections  for  prepa- 
ratory study  ; and  Professor  Chitescu  reported  that  the  Holy  Synod  of  the  Church 
of  Rumania  had  formed  a commission  of  professors  of  theology  to  discuss  questions 
arising  out  of  the  materials  in  the  five  Sections. 


D.  Budget 

The  Executive  Secretary  presented  the  budget  estimates  for  the  Montreal 
Conference  as  far  as  they  could  be  ascertained  (see  Appendix  B pt.  2).  Dr.  Bil- 
heimer  explained  the  various  sources  of  income,  and  said  he  thought  that  if  the 
estimates  were  reasonably  accurate  it  should  not  be  necessary  to  make  full  use 
of  the  Reserve  Fund  for  Faith  and  Order  Commission  meetings.  This  was  impor- 
tant, in  view  of  the  fact  that  it  was  proposed  to  hold  a full  Commission  meeting  in 
1964.  In  dealing  with  the  question  of  travel  subsidies  he  pointed  out  that  where 
granted,  these  would,  as  at  New  Delhi,  be  only  a contribution  to  the  Delegate’s 
travel  expenses,  and  in  no  case  would  it  be  possible  to  undertake  to  pay  the  full  fare 
of  any  Delegate.  He  also  stressed  the  importance  of  having  Conference  speakers 
chosen  as  far  as  possible  from  among  the  Delegates  in  order  to  reduce  to  a minimum 
the  financial  strain  of  travel  subsidies. 

The  budget  was  adopted  by  the  Working  Committee,  and  passed  to  the  Finance 
Sub-committee  of  the  Central  Committee  for  approval  and  appropriate  action. 
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E.  Authorization  to  Officers  and  Staff 


With  regard  to  arrangements  for  the  Conference  in  general,  the  Working 
Committee  also  agreed  to  a resolution  that,  within  the  limits  of  the  general  policy 
which  had  been  approved  during  the  meeting,  the  Officers  and  Staff  should  be 
authorized  to  proceed  with  such  arrangements  as  might  be  required  for  the 
ordering  of  the  Conference. 


V.  PLANS  FOR  FAITH  AND  ORDER  COMMISSION 

The  Working  Committee  considered  the  proposals  made  by  the  Sub-committee 
which  had  dealt  with  questions  of  the  Commission  and  Secretariat. 

(1)  Triennal  Meeting  of  Faith  and  Order  Commission 

The  Sub-committee  recommended  a meeting  during  the  summer  of  1964 , 
preference  being  expressed  for  the  last  two  weeks  of  August , although  authority 
for  making  the  final  decision  should  be  left  to  the  Officers.  As  regards  the  place 
of  meeting,  preference  was  expressed  for  : (1)  the  Middle  East,  (2)  Eastern  Europe, 
(3)  Geneva,  and  it  was  recommended  that  the  Staff  and  Officers  should  present 
at  Montreal  a place  and  time  for  final  approval. 

These  recommendations  were  agreed.  An  invitation  was  received  to  hold 
the  Commission  meeting  at  Beirut,  and  the  Staff  were  requested  to  investigate 
the  possibility  of  Lebanon. 

(2)  Vacancies  on  the  FOC 

The  Sub-committee  recommended  that  the  Chairman  of  the  Working  Com- 
mittee should  appoint  a special  committee  to  prepare  nominations  to  fill  vacancies 
in  the  Commission.  These  nominations  would  be  presented  to  the  Commission 
at  Montreal  for  approval. 

This  recommendation  was  agreed.  It  was  suggested  that  this  Nominations 
Committee  be  composed  of  the  Commission  Officers,  plus  one  or  two  members 
living  within  easy  reach  of  Geneva,  and  other  members  could  be  consulted  by 
correspondence  if  necessary. 

(3)  Director  of  the  Commission 

The  recommendations  of  the  Sub-committee  with  regard  to  the  appointment 
of  a third  staff  member  consequent  upon  the  termination  of  the  Director’s  appoint- 
ment in  August  1963  were  read  as  follows  : 

“(i)  It  was  recognized  regretfully  that  Dr.  Minear’s  period  as  Director 
would  come  to  an  end  with  the  Montreal  Conference.  The  problem  of  finding 
a third  man  for  the  staff  was  therefore  urgent. 

“(ii)  The  principle  set  forth  in  Dr.  Minear’s  report  (Appendix  A,  sec- 
tion B.  3.  d ) that  every  care  should  be  taken  to  recognize  the  competence 
and  safeguard  the  positions  of  Messrs.  Rodger  and  Vischer  as  Executive 
Secretary  and  Research  Secretary  respectively  was  accepted ; and  it  was 
recommended  that  everything  possible  should  be  done  to  keep  them  on  the 
staff  for  as  long  as  possible. 


15 


“(iii)  A long  discussion  took  place  on  the  options  set  forth  on  p.  12  of 
Dr.  Minear’s  report1.  It  was  recognized  that  Option  1 was  an  ideal  solution; 
but  that  it  would  be  irresponsible  of  the  Working  Committee  to  choose  this 
option  unless  it  could  do  so  in  terms  of  a particular  man.  Therefore  the 
Sub-committee  recommends 

(a)  that  a time-limit  be  set  on  the  search  for  such  a man  to  take  up 
duty  in  September  1963  ; 

(b)  that  it  should  be  clear  that  an  appointment  of  a senior  theologian 
to  the  position  of  Director  should  only  be  made  if  it  can  be  for  a minimum 
period  of  five  years  in  the  first  instance  ; that  it  would  be  understood  that 
the  Director  should  represent  Faith  and  Order  on  such  bodies  as  the  Staff 
Executive  Group  ; and 

(c)  that  in  the  event  of  a Director  not  being  found  who  could  take 
up  duty  in  September  1963,  the  Sub-committee  recommends  that  Option  3 
be  put  into  effect. 

In  the  case  either  of  proceeding  with  the  appointment  of  a Director  or 
of  an  additional  secretary  (as  under  Option  3)  names  submitted  at  this  meeting 
of  the  Working  Committee  should  be  available  to  the  Executive  Committee 
in  February  1963.” 

A long  discussion  on  these  recommendations  then  ensued.  Principal  Chandran 
explained  that  Option  2,  which  had  been  suggested  by  the  Director,  had  been 
thought  by  the  Sub-committee  to  raise  too  many  difficulties  about  defining  the 
status  and  position  of  such  a short-time  appointment.  Father  Florovsky  feared 
that  if  it  were  not  found  possible  to  implement  Option  1 in  the  time  available, 
it  would  imply  an  abandonment  of  the  present  policy,  but  the  Chairman  said  it 
would  be  made  clear  that  Option  3 was  only  an  interim  solution  and  that  the 
search  for  someone  qualified  under  the  terms  of  Option  1 would  be  continued. 
Father  Florovsky  urged  that  in  this  case  a specific  time  limit  should  be  set  on  the 
Option  3 appointment.  Father  Borovoy  urged  that  the  recommendations  made 
at  St.  Andrews,  which  had  been  such  a promising  sign  for  the  future  of  Faith 
and  Order,  should  be  adhered  to.  He  thought  the  difficulty  of  finding  a suitable 
person  was  exaggerated.  It  was  not  merely  an  academic  or  theological  post,  but 
a sacred  service  +o  the  whole  Church. 

The  Working  Committee  agreed  with  the  Sub-committee’s  recommendation 
that  Option  1 should  be  their  first  choice,  or,  failing  that,  Option  3 ; and  went 
on  to  hear  the  report  of  the  Sub-committee  on  Nominations,  which  was  presented 
by  its  secretary,  Professor  Taylor.  After  outlining  the  main  difficulties  concerning 
salary  and  status  governing  the  appointment  to  such  a post,  the  Sub-committee 
report  put  forward  three  names  for  consideration.  A ballot  of  the  three  names 
revealed  no  significant  majority  among  the  Working  Committee  : it  was  accord- 
ingly decided  to  allow  further  time  for  consultation. 

Upon  the  resumption  of  the  discussion,  it  was  suggested  that  possibly  the 
question  of  pursuing  Option  1 might  wait  until  it  was  seen  what  pattern  emerged 
from  the  re-structuring  of  the  WCC,  but  Professor  Outler  and  others  argued  that 
it  was  during  the  period  of  WCC  restructuring  that  Faith  and  Order  needed 
to  have  its  team  at  full  strength.  The  Working  Committee  wanted  to  be  free 


1 See  Appendix  A,  section  B.  3.  d. 
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to  approach  a suitable  candidate  as  soon  as  such  a person  became  available. 
After  a lengthy  discussion,  including  a consideration  of  further  names,  it  was 
decided  to  report  to  the  Central  Committee : 

(a)  A re-affirmation  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Working  Committee’s 
conviction  that  the  best  pattern  for  Faith  and  Order  staff  was  that  it  should 
be  led  by  an  established  theologian,  according  to  the  general  sense  of  the 
relative  paragraphs  in  the  Report  on  the  Future  of  Faith  and  Order  received 
by  the  Central  Committee  at  St.  Andrews  in  1960  (though  not  necessarily 
adhering  to  the  detailed  allocation  of  work  between  the  three  officers  described 
in  Section  C.  5.  a),  b)  and  c)  of  that  Report). 

(b)  Nomination  of  a specific  candidate  for  invitation,  after  sufficient  further 
enquiry,  to  become  Director  of  Faith  and  Order  for  a period  of  five  years, 
if  possible  from  1 September  1963. 

(c)  In  the  event  of  that  person  not  being  appointed,  three  further  names 
to  be  investigated,  with  power  to  the  Officers  to  proceed  to  nomination,  if  the 
Central  Committee  would  agree,  after  the  submission  of  a description  of  the 
candidate,  through  personal  communication  to  the  members  of  the  Working 
Committee.  In  view  of  the  shortness  of  time  available  it  was  suggested  that 
any  necessary  enquiries  and  negotiations  should  be  completed  by  1 5 January 
1963  in  order  that  its  nomination  could  be  laid  before  the  World  Council 
Executive  Committee  meeting  in  February  1963. 

(d)  Should  all  efforts  to  secure  a suitable  senior  theologian  fail,  the 
Working  Committee  Officers  would  be  empowered  by  the  Working  Committee 
to  consider  a list  of  junior  men,  one  of  whom  should  be  appointed  as  an 
assistant  secretary,  to  work  under  the  present  Executive  Secretary  and  Research 
Secretary.  The  process  of  enquiry  and  decision  in  this  case  would  also  need 
to  be  completed  in  time  for  a name  to  be  submitted  to  the  meeting  of  the 
Executive  Committee  in  February  1963. 

For  the  purposes  of  this  consultation,  the  Working  Committee  agreed  that 
the  Officers  should  be  defined  as  : Dr.  d’Espine  (Vice-Chairman  of  the  Commis- 
sion), the  Bishop  of  Bristol  (Chairman  of  the  Working  Committee),  Dr.  Minear 
(as  Director  of  Faith  and  Order),  Dr.  Payne  (as  a member  of  the  Working  Com- 
mittee and  also  chairman  of  the  Central  Committee’s  Staffing  Committee),  and 
Dr.  Visser ’t  Hooft  (General  Secretary). 

(4)  Officers  of  the  Commission 

With  Professor  d’Espine  in  the  chair,  the  Working  Committee  discussed 
the  question  of  officers  of  the  Commission  to  be  proposed  for  election  at  Montreal. 
The  names  put  forward  by  the  Sub-committee  were  read.  After  some  discussion  it 
was  felt  that  a better  confessional,  linguistic  and  theological  balance  would  be 
obtained  if  the  Faith  and  Order  Constitution  could  be  amended  to  allow  of  the 
appointment  of  two  Vice-Chairmen  instead  of  only  one  as  at  present.  This  was 
especially  desirable  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Commission  was  now  larger.  It 
was  accordingly  agreed  that  the  Central  Committee  be  requested  to  authorize 
a change  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Constitution  such  as  to  enable  the  appointment 
of  two  Vice-Chairmen. 

The  following  nominations,  to  be  submitted  to  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission 
for  action  in  July  1963,  were  then  put  forward  and  agreed  by  the  Working  Com- 
mittee : 
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Chairman  of  the  Commission  : The  Rev.  Dr.  Paul  S.  Minear 

Vice-Chairmen : The  Most  Rev.  Chrysostomos, 

Metropolitan  of  Myra 
The  Rev.  Professor  E.  W.  L.  Schlink 
Chairman  of  the  Working  Committee : The  Rt.  Rev.  Dr.  Oliver  S.  Tomkins, 

Bishop  of  Bristol 


VI.  OTHER  BUSINESS 


(1)  Date  of  Next  Meeting 

The  Working  Committee  fixed  its  next  meeting  for  Thursday  11  July  1963 
at  Montreal. 

(2)  Report  to  Central  Committee 

The  points  to  be  covered  in  the  Faith  and  Order  report  to  the  Central  Committee 
were  outlined  and  agreed.  The  statement  on  developments  in  church  unity  would 
be  made  by  the  Executive  Secretary. 

(3)  Church  Union  Negotiations 

A brief  report  (see  Appendix  E,  part  1)  was  presented  by  Principal  J.  R.  Chan- 
dran  on  his  visit  to  the  Church  Union  Convention  at  Limuru,  Kenya,  in  July  1962, 
which  he  had  attended  at  the  request  of  the  Church  Union  Committee  as  a Faith 
and  Order  representative.  Considerable  interest  was  shown  in  his  report,  and  the 
hope  was  expressed  that  it  might  be  possible  to  have  it  printed  in  the  Ecumenical 
Review. 

(4)  Committee  on  FOC  Constitution 

It  was  agreed  that  at  Montreal  a sub-committee  should  be  appointed  to 
consider  the  revision  of  the  Constitution. 

(5)  Vacancies  Committee 

A committee  to  propose  new  FOC  members  to  replace  those  retiring  at 
Montreal  was  set  up.  It  was  agreed  that  this  committee  should  consist  of : The 
Faith  and  Order  Staff,  Professor  d’Espine  and  Bishop  Emilianos  in  Geneva, 
with  the  Bishop  of  Bristol  and  the  Metropolitan  of  Myra  as  consulting  members. 

(6)  Theological  Commission  Officers 

The  resignation  of  Professor  R.  L.  Calhoun  as  chairman  of  the  American 
Section  of  the  Theological  Commission  on  Christ  and  the  Church  owing  to  con- 
tinued ill-health  was  regretfully  accepted.  The  Working  Committee  approved 
Professor  Calhoun’s  recommendation  that  Professor  W.  N.  Pittenger  be  recognized 
as  the  chairman  during  the  final  year  of  the  Commission’s  work. 

(7)  New  Members  of  the  FOC 

It  was  reported  that  the  election  of  Metropolitan  Jossif  of  the  Church  of 
Bulgaria  would  be  ratified  at  the  Central  Committee  meeting  later  in  the  month, 
and  it  was  hoped  that  he  would  also  be  able  to  attend  the  Montreal  Conference. 
Dr.  Chai  Choon  Kim  of  Korea  had  been  asked  if  he  would  be  willing  to  accept 
nomination,  but  no  reply  had  yet  been  received. 

The  Chairman  closed  the  meeting  with  prayer. 
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Appendix  A 


ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE  STAFF 
July  1962 


The  past  year  is  notable  for  the  upsurge  of  concern  for  Christian  unity,  and 
for  the  corresponding  increase  in  opportunities  for  effective  activity  by  the 
department. 

The  purpose  of  this  report  is  to  give  an  accurate  and  relatively  complete 
picture  of  the  work  during  the  past  year  (section  A)  and  of  the  prospect  for  the 
immediate  future  (section  B). 

Although  the  Director  is  responsible  for  the  major  outlines  of  the  report, 
and  is  alone  the  author  of  certain  sections,  the  entire  Staff  has  shared  in  preparing 
the  different  items. 


A.  Retrospect : 1961-1962 

1 . The  Records 

Retrospect  properly  begins  with  reference  to  the  tasks  being  done  by  the 
historians.  This  summer  Floyd  Tomkins  will  bring  to  a close  his  work  on  the 
official  archives.  Only  he  can  tell  how  great  was  the  anarchy  in  our  collections 
of  early  papers  when  he  began  his  task.  As  a member  of  the  staff  at  Lausanne, 
he  alone  has  the  background  and  the  memory,  not  to  mention  the  patience  and 
the  care  for  meticulous  detail,  required  for  this  job.  He  has  worked  for  three 
successive  summers  on  the  records  in  the  Geneva  office.  During  the  past  year 
he  has  prepared  the  letters  of  Robert  Gardiner,  now  located  in  the  library  of 
The  General  Theological  Seminary  in  New  York,  for  microfilming,  the  expense 
of  which  has  been  covered  by  a special  grant  from  the  American  Theological 
Library  Association.  We  can  now  be  assured  that  when  the  new  library  building 
is  finished,  all  of  the  important  papers  and  records  will  be  properly  protected 
and  readily  available  for  the  first  time. 

The  honorary  archivist,  Dr.  A.  T.  De  Groot,  hopes  to  celebrate  the  tenth 
year  of  his  appointment  by  producing  at  his  own  expense  a new  edition  of  the 
Check-list  of  Faith  and  Order  documents,  having  added  many  items  to  Series  I 
and  including  all  items  in  Series  II.  He  will  make  a microfilm  of  the  latter  so 
that  every  library  which  so  desires  may  have  an  accurate  copy  of  this  bibliog- 
raphical tool. 

I recommend  an  expression  of  gratitude  to  these  two  faithful  friends. 

Another  task  in  historiography  has  been  accepted  and  completed  by  Lukas 
Vischer.  Veterans  may  remember  how  long  ago  it  was  that  Bishop  Angus  Dun 
first  suggested  the  need  for  a digest  of  the  official  actions  in  Faith  and  Order 
conferences.  When  Dr.  Vischer  took  this  project  in  hand  he  found  it  necessary 
to  broaden  its  scope,  since  the  reports  of  Lausanne  and  Edinburgh  were  out 
of  print.  He  has  included  almost  the  whole  of  those  reports  in  a documentary 
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survey  from  Lausanne  to  New  Delhi,  a survey  with  an  extensive  analytical  index. 
His  manuscript  is  available  for  examination.  Almost  immediately  after  this 
meeting  it  will  be  sent  to  the  printers  for  publication  in  paperback  as  one  of 
a series  of  four  such  surveys  in  ecumenical  history.  This  volume  should  be 
available  before  the  Montreal  Conference. 

2.  The  Week  of  Prayer 

Miss  Swayne  annually  prepares  a rough  survey  of  the  observance  of  this 
Week,  but  we  do  not  have  full  and  exact  statistics.  Even  without  such  statistics, 
however,  we  can  report  with  confidence  several  very  significant  facts  about  the 
1962  Week.  As  you  may  recall,  our  leaflet  had  been  prepared  by  Frere  Max  Thurian 
in  consultation  with  Pere  Michalon  of  the  Association  Unite  Chretienne, 
Lyon.  We  know  that  the  observance  of  the  Week  was  far  more  widespread  and 
far  more  intensive  than  ever  before.  There  was  considerable  increase  in  the 
number  of  translations,  in  the  number  of  leaflets,  in  the  number  of  National 
Councils  participating,  and  in  cooperation  with  Roman  Catholics  in  all  parts 
of  the  world. 

There  are  two  notable  changes  in  plans  for  the  1963  Week.  First,  the  leaflet 
on  the  theme  He  is  Our  Peace  (written  by  Lukas  Vischer)  has  been  prepared  at 
an  earlier  date  than  ever  before,  and  in  closer  association  with  Pere  Michalon. 
In  fact,  the  text  of  the  leaflet  will  be  almost  identical  for  the  constituencies  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church  and  of  the  World  Council.  We  know  that  this  leaflet 
will  be  translated  in  still  more  languages  and  used  by  still  more  Councils  of 
Churches  (e.g.  a translation  into  Swahili).  Second,  in  keeping  with  a request 
from  the  1960  St.  Andrews  meeting,  the  staff  has  prepared  a Bible  Study  booklet 
on  the  same  theme,  which  can  be  used  at  any  time  during  1963,  in  connection 
with  the  January  period,  the  Pentecost  period,  or  the  Montreal  Conference. 
The  text  of  this  booklet  has  also  been  approved  by  Pere  Michalon  and  is  available 
in  French,  English  and  German.  Plans  are  being  made  for  translation  into 
Spanish,  and  other  translations  may  follow.  Copies  of  both  leaflet  and  booklet 
are  to  be  found  in  your  folder.  The  staff  hopes  that  each  of  you  may  be  able  to 
recommend  these  materials  to  the  strategic  departments  in  your  own  church 
and  council. 

3.  Publications 

During  the  year  the  staff  edited  the  reports  of  two  commissions,  and  published 
them  under  the  title : The  Old  and  The  New  in  the  Church.  There  may  also  be 
mentioned  various  items  contributed  by  the  Faith  and  Order  staff  to  the  regular 
publications  of  the  WCC.  For  example,  the  materials  for  the  observance  of 
Pentecost,  1962,  were  prepared  by  Patrick  Rodger.  I will  make  no  effort 
to  assess  the  extent  of  its  use  in  the  Churches,  but  at  least  in  the  USA  the  use 
is  very  extensive.  Another  example  is  the  Spring  issue  of  the  bulletin  of  the 
Division  of  Studies,  an  issue  for  which  the  Executive  Secretary  was  almost  wholly 
responsible,  and  which  he  compiled  in  an  incredibly  short  time.  I should  not 
overlook  the  contributions  to  the  Ecumenical  Review.  A rapid  survey  of  the 
last  four  issues  indicates  that  four  major  essays,  reviews  of  seven  books,  and 
two  extensive  notes  were  contributed  by  the  secretariat.  If  one  were  to  include 
contributions  by  members  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission,  one  could  say 
that  at  least  two  issues  of  the  Review  might  be  called  Faith  and  Order  issues. 
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4.  Church  Union  Negotiations 

Omitting  reference  to  many  meetings  and  to  much  correspondence  a report 
should  be  filed  covering  four  items.  First,  the  meeting  in  New  Delhi  on  Decem- 
ber 6,  where  important  papers  were  presented  by  Messrs,  de  Soysa,  Stewart 
and  Sumitra.  Sixty-five  representatives  from  forty-seven  churches  were  present. 
Well  organized  by  Lukas  Vischer,  the  consultation  proved  to  be  lively  and  con- 
structive. Second,  the  consultations  being  held  in  East  Africa  by  the  churches 
in  Tanganyika  and  Kenya. 

Dr.  Chandran  (invited  by  the  churches  and  sent  by  Faith  and  Order)  has 
just  returned  from  a preliminary  conference  of  the  seven  churches  involved. 
A second  conference  is  scheduled  for  next  January,  when  Faith  and  Order  will 
be  represented  by  Dr.  Vischer.  Third,  the  survey  of  union  negotiations  during 
the  past  two  years  has  appeared  in  the  Spring  issue  of  the  Ecumenical  Review 
(as  FOC  Paper  35).  Fourth,  the  third  decennial  survey  is  being  prepared  but, 
because  of  the  pressure  of  preparations  for  the  FWCFO,  the  publication  will 
be  delayed.  If  Dr.  Vischer  is  able  to  accomplish  his  design,  this  survey  will  include 
not  only  a record  of  current  negotiations  but  also  an  appraisal  of  the  chief  obstacles 
to  their  success. 


5 . Theological  Commissions 

Seven  commissions  have  held  their  final  sessions,  with  a staff  member  present 
at  this  final  session  in  all  cases  but  one  (SCI).  Five  of  the  eight  reports  have 
been  submitted  in  final  form,  and  within  six  weeks  we  expect  to  receive  the  remain- 
ing three  (TCW- America,  TCTT-Europe,  TCTT-Amer.).  I will  not  disclose  here 
what  tremendous  difficulties  have  faced  these  commissions  during  the  past  eight 
years.  The  whole  story  would  require  volumes.  Suffice  it  to  say  that  each  report, 
when  completed  and  published,  will  represent  an  almost  miraculous  victory  on 
the  part  of  valiant  and  patient  scholars  against  the  attrition  of  time  and  the 
plague  of  circumstance.  The  staff  has  made  arrangements  to  publish  these 
reports  first  in  4 paper-backed  volumes  for  use  by  delegates  to  the  FWCFO 
and  then  in  a single  clothbound  volume.  They  will  appear  in  German  through 
EVZ,  in  French  through  Verbum  Caro , and  in  English  through  SCM  and  Augs- 
burg Press. 

A year  ago  it  seemed  possible  to  publish  symposia  including  the  essays  of 
most  of  the  commissions.  It  now  appears  that  a maximum  of  three  volumes 
may  be  published  by  June,  1963.  A symposium  of  SCI  essays  is  virtually  complete 
and  should  be  ready  for  printing  in  September,  for  publication  in  the  early  spring 
by  Association  Press,  available  in  the  United  Kingdom  through  SCM.  A sym- 
posium of  TCTT-Europe  should  be  ready  also  during  October  for  publication 
in  German  by  EVZ,  and  it  will  appear  also  in  English.  A symposium  of  TCTT- 
N.  America  may  be  ready  by  Oct.  1 for  publication  by  SCM  and  Association 
Press.  We  regret  to  report  that  in  the  judgment  of  the  staff  and  of  the  Press, 
the  essays  of  TCW-Europe  were  too  disparate  in  theme,  style  and  quality  to 
justify  publication  as  a separate  volume.  We  are  however  negotiating  for  several 
of  these  essays  to  appear  together  in  a special  issue  of  Studia  Liturgica,  the  new 
review  published  in  the  Netherlands.  TCW-North  America  will  seek  to  continue 
its  revision  of  manuscripts  to  the  point  where  its  symposium  will  appear  during 
the  year  after  FWCFO. 
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6.  Field  Work 

The  past  year  has  been  noteworthy  for  the  number  of  Faith  and  Order  depart- 
ments and  committees  which  have  been  established  in  regional  or  national  councils 
(the  latest  of  which  is  in  the  Federation  of  Evangelical  Churches  in  Argentina) 
and  for  the  increased  activity  in  many  such  departments.  The  presence  in  Paris 
of  five  programme  consultants  indicates  the  opportunity  for  the  responsible 
decentralization  of  Faith  and  Order  work  and  for  much  more  effective  cooperation 
between  the  World  Council  and  national  councils. 

Staff  travel  has  linked  the  central  office  more  closely  to  many  regions.  Lack 
of  space  forbids  detailed  accounts  of  these  journeys,  but  the  travellers  stand  ready 
to  comment  on  any  of  their  trips.  The  Executive  Secretary  visited  Jamaica,  Brazil, 
and  Argentina  (a  “first”  in  Faith  and  Order  history).  In  addition  he  has  visited 
a number  of  Roman  Catholic  centres  in  France  and  Belgium.  The  Research 
Secretary  has  made  valuable  contacts  and  attended  important  meetings  in 
Switzerland,  Germany,  Austria,  and  Denmark.  The  Director  has  represented 
the  staff  at  the  EACC  meeting  in  India,  in  the  US,  Canada,  the  Netherlands 
and  Uganda. 

The  entire  staff,  of  course,  joined  in  the  work  of  the  Third  Assembly.  Unable 
to  meet  many  invitations  for  consultations  in  Asia,  we  were  able  to  co-opt  the 
services  of  Dr.  J.  Robert  Nelson,  who,  in  spite  of  dangerous  and  painful  illness, 
managed  to  attend  meetings  in  Ceylon,  Malaya,  Singapore  and  Japan. 

7.  The  Third  Assembly  of  the  WCC 

No  mention  can  be  made  of  all  actions  of  the  Assembly  which  concern 
Faith  and  Order,  but  I am  impelled  to  mention  three  items,  since  they  deal  directly 
with  preparations  made  by  the  Working  Committee. 

(a)  Under  instructions  from  both  the  Commission  meeting  of  1960  and 
the  Working  Committee  meeting  of  1961,  and  with  the  help  of  a special  nomina- 
tions committee  in  1961,  the  Director  went  to  New  Delhi  with  a full  slate  of 
120  nominations  for  membership  on  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission.  We  had 
made  great  efforts  to  secure  able  and  ample  representation  from  Asia,  Africa 
and  Latin  America  ; from  a wider  range  of  churches  ; from  a larger  number 
of  non-member  churches  ; and  from  younger  theologians.  Some  changes  in  the 
list  were  made  necessary  at  New  Delhi  by  individual  withdrawals ; others  became 
necessary  when  some  churches  refused  to  approve  the  nominations  and  insisted 
on  making  their  own.  The  delegations  of  at  least  nine  churches  were  in  consid- 
erable turmoil,  if  not  open  conflict,  over  their  representation,  and  some  of  the 
battles  were  carried  to  the  floor  of  the  Assembly.  It  was  not  a situation  in  which 
at  every  stage  the  Director  could  consult  the  responsible  Committee  for  approval 
of  every  change.  To  his  great  regret  he  had  in  some  instances  to  give  way  to 
shifting  pressures  and  to  propose  names  without  proper  reference  to  the  Committee. 
I trust,  however,  that  the  Working  Committee  will  judge  that  the  Assembly 
elections  accomplished  its  major  objectives. 

(b)  The  second  item  which  requires  mention  is  the  adoption  by  the  Assembly 
of  the  declaration  concerning  unity,  a matter  which  has  been  a basic  concern 
over  a period  totalling  five  years,  first  of  the  “Future  Committee”  and  then  of 
the  Working  Committee  and  the  Commission. 

As  a result  of  the  leadership  of  the  Bishop  of  Bristol  in  the  Assembly  Section, 
and  of  the  careful  work  of  FOC  stalwarts  on  the  drafting  committee,  a report 
was  approved  which  will  serve  as  a landmark  in  ecumenical  history. 
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( c)  It  should  be  reported  finally  that  the  Assembly  and  its  Committee  dealing 
with  Faith  and  Order  gave  solid  and  enthusiastic  support  to  the  major  accents 
of  the  programme  for  Faith  and  Order  work  as  outlined  by  the  Committee  on  the 
Future  of  Faith  and  Order  and  as  ratified  by  the  Commission  at  St.  Andrews. 
It  can  safely  be  said  that  the  Third  Assembly  fully  realized  the  determination 
of  Faith  and  Order  to  make  its  witness  “at  the  heart  of  the  WCC”  (Paper  31, 
p.  115).  The  plans  for  the  FWCFO  and  the  continuing  programme  of  the  de- 
partment were  placed  on  very  firm  foundation.  At  no  point  was  there  any  serious 
hesitation  to  endorse  the  plans  and  hopes  which  this  body  has  been  nurturing. 
The  Assembly  made  clear  that  the  opportunities  for  action  are  vast.  Our  chief 
problem  as  a Working  Committee  is  to  determine  the  wisest  strategy  for  using 
our  limited  resources  in  personnel  and  budget.  And  so,  from  retrospect  to 
prospect. 


B.  Prospect : 1962-1965 

1.  Plans  for  the  Fourth  World  Conference 

During  the  year  a large  proportion  of  staff  time  and  energy,  including  the 
constant  and  experienced  help  of  Dr.  Robert  S.  Bilheimer,  has  been  spent  on 
preparations  for  this  Conference.  Since  the  results  of  these  preparations  are 
embodied  in  the  notebook  in  your  hands,  the  papers  it  contains  may  be 
considered  a part  of  the  account.  Here  may  be  added  only  a few  footnotes  to 
those  papers. 

In  re  : the  allocation  of  places  at  the  conference  : 

The  suggested  number  of  places  under  each  category  represents  a modification 
in  the  estimate  outlined  in  the  1961  minutes.  The  present  scheme  was  devised 
by  Messrs.  Bilheimer  and  Rodger  after  careful  study,  and  was  approved  by 
the  WCC  Executive  Committee  in  March.  We  ask  your  approval  of  this  scheme. 
We  believe  that  a degree  of  flexibility  will  be  provided  if  you  will  authorize  the 
staff  and  the  officers  to  reassign  a limited  number  of  the  places  allotted  to  member- 
churches  which  are  declined  by  those  churches  to  delegates  or  observers  from 
non-member  churches  or  to  advisers.  We  also  ask  the  Working  Committee 
to  establish  a policy  with  regard  to  the  inclusion  of  guests  at  the  Conference. 

In  re  : the  general  plan  of  the  Conference  : 

Here,  a first  step  by  the  Working  Committee  is  the  decision  on  the  following 
question.  Should  the  Montreal  Conference  be  separated  from  the  triennial 
meeting  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission,  the  latter  being  held  during  the 
summer  of  1964?  The  poll  of  responses  to  the  March  memorandum  is  relevant 
but  not  binding.  Eight  out  of  nine  indicated  preference  for  a postponement  of 
the  Commission  meeting  until  1964  (Horton,  Miguez,  Skoglund,  Skydsgaard, 
Wingren,  Pittenger,  Ross,  Aldwinckle).  The  staff  also  recommends  postponement. 

In  re  : the  authority  of  the  Conference  : 

As  Dr.  Payne  has  observed,  we  must  have  a clearly  defined  understanding 
of  the  objectives  for  the  Conference,  the  status  of  its  resolutions,  and  the  relation 
of  the  Conference’s  report  to  the  Commission,  the  WCC  and  the  churches. 
On  these  matters  the  staff  recommendations  may  be  found  in  the  preface  to 
“the  basic  agenda.’’  This  matter  should  receive  discussion  and  perhaps  a revised 
definition  before  detailed  plans  can  be  made  for  the  agenda  section  and  the 
time-schedule. 
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In  re  : the  substantive  work  of  the  conference  : 

The  staff  has  prepared  as  a basis  for  discussion  an  agenda  which  suggests 
the  organization  of  the  Conference  into  five  sections,  the  titles  of  these  sections, 
the  doctrinal  and  practical  issues  to  be  assigned  to  each  section.  We  have  sought 
to  obey  the  mandates  of  the  Commission  (1960)  and  the  Committee  (1961), 
to  profit  from  suggestions  made  by  the  Assembly,  to  be  guided  by  two  days 
of  discussion  in  a special  Working  Party  of  the  WCC  staff.  We  have  also  studied 
the  suggestions  made  by  ten  Commission  members  who  responded  to  the  memo- 
randum of  March  1962.  We  have  taken  into  account  the  probable  shape  of 
the  reports  from  the  theological  commissions  and  the  work  being  done  by  many 
regional  study  groups.  The  result  is  before  you.  We  hope  that  you  wilt  neither 
engage  in  a full  discussion  of  the  topics  (since  that  is  the  task  of  the  Conference) 
nor  feel  bound  to  give  automatic  approval  to  the  agenda  in  its  present  form. 
Have  we  omitted  any  major  problem  or  included  any  trivial  one  ? Have  we 
included  so  much  that  an  impossible  burden  is  placed  on  the  Conference  pro- 
gramme, or  so  little  that  the  delegates  will  not  be  sufficiently  engaged  or  challenged  ? 
The  basic  outline  of  the  Conference  programme  must  be  approved  by  this  meeting 
if  the  necessary  preparations  are  to  be  completed  on  time.  In  revising  this  agenda 
you  will  need  to  give  to  the  staff  and  to  the  agenda  drafting  group  (cf.  below) 
sufficient  flexibility  to  adapt  the  programme  to  unforeseen  contingencies  and 
opportunities. 

In  re  : the  time-schedule  and  leadership  of  the  conference : 

The  agenda,  the  time-schedule,  and  the  selection  of  leaders  are  interdependent. 
Perhaps  after  an  initial  discussion  you  may  find  it  desirable  to  assign  these  matters 
to  a sub-committee.  Let  me  call  attention  to  certain  objectives  which  gave  shape 
to  this  time  schedule.  The  basic  objective,  as  stated  earlier,  is  this  : to  safeguard 
the  emphasis  upon  study,  upon  the  theological  integrity  and  depth  of  that  study. 
There  should  be  sufficient  freedom  from  pressures  of  publicity  and  conference 
business  to  encourage  unhurried,  sustained  efforts  to  penetrate  the  outstanding 
issues.  To  meet  this  objective  we  have  sought  to  emphasize  the  work  of  the 
sections.  Each  delegate  will  belong  to  only  one  section  and  each  section  will 
have  a single  (although  broad)  assignment.  The  sections  will  begin  their  work 
within  24  hours  of  the  opening  session.  The  theological  commission  reports  will 
be  made  directly  to  the  appropriate  sections.  Six  days  of  the  first  week  (15-20  July) 
will  be  devoted  almost  entirely  to  sections  and  sub-sections.  In  order  to  eliminate 
much  detailed  discussion  of  specific  issues  in  plenary  sessions,  there  will  be  three 
open  hearings  (20,  21  July)  in  which  each  sectional  drafting  committee  will 
discuss  its  draft  report  with  delegates  and  include  the  results  of  this  discussion 
in  its  first  report  to  the  plenary  session.  The  major  plenary  discussion  of  the 
sectional  reports  will  come  earlier  than  usual  (22-23  July).  This  will  allow  each 
section  ampler  opportunity  to  profit  from  plenary  discussions  and  will  enable 
it,  in  revising  its  report  (23-25  July)  to  take  full  advantage  of  plenary  wisdom, 
and  to  retain  a larger  responsibility  for  the  final  draft.  The  closing  plenaries 
(25-26  July)  will  presumably  have  less  occasion  for  hectic  debate  over  the  detailed 
wording  of  sectional  reports,  although  the  conference  will  retain  its  authority 
to  commend  each  successive  sectional  report  to  the  churches  for  study.  One 
final  comment : the  time-schedule  provides  a period  for  private  study  of  agenda 
materials  (14  July),  two  free  evenings  for  study,  reflection,  or  for  drafting  com- 
mittees (17,  19  July),  and  time  for  reading  sectional  reports  before  they  are 
presented  for  plenary  discussion  (21,  25  July).  The  schedule  is  also  flexible 


24 


enough  to  permit  the  business  committee  to  adjust  the  programme  to  unforeseen 
needs,  especially  during  the  second  week. 

In  re  : general  preparations  : 

Several  other  steps  in  the  preparations  for  the  Conference  should  be  men- 
tioned. The  Executive  Secretary  plans  to  prepare  a simple  “Prayer-Card”  to 
be  distributed  as  widely  as  possible  among  the  churches  (e.g.  with  the  Week 
of  Prayer  materials),  which  will  invite  appropriate  intercessions  for  the  Conference. 
For  the  first  time  in  Faith  and  Order  history,  national  councils  are  being  drawn 
into  extensive  preparations  for  the  Conference.  The  very  welcome  presence  of 
the  programme  consultants  is  a token  of  this  fact.  We  want  them  to  tell  us  how 
they  can  best  help  us  and  how  we  can  best  help  them  during  1963.  Perhaps 
they  will  be  willing  to  meet  together  as  a sub-committee  during  executive  sessions 
and  formulate  their  own  recommendations.  During  the  next  nine  months  the 
staff  will  supervise  the  editing,  translation  and  publication  of  the  reports  and 
symposia  of  the  theological  commissions,  mailing  the  reports  to  delegates  not 
later  than  May  I,  1963.  During  the  same  period  the  staff  will  keep  in  touch 
with  the  regional  study  groups,  so  that  maximum  use  may  be  made  of  their 
findings. 

In  re  : the  final  stage  in  preparations  : 

The  correlation  of  all  preliminary  studies  for  most  effective  use  by  the  Con- 
ference Sections  is  a matter  for  which  we  suggest  the  following  plan.  The  latest 
possible  date  for  detailed  work  on  the  agenda  is  the  first  week  in  June.  The  same 
week  is  the  earliest  possible  date  when  we  can  be  assured  of  having  available 
the  printed  reports  of  the  theological  commissions,  the  reports  from  regional 
advisory  groups,  and  the  papers  written  by  individual  scholars  from  whom  we 
have  requested  expert  analyses  of  key  issues.  We  have  therefore  reserved  a 
place  at  the  Ecumenical  Institute,  3-8  June,  for  what  we  call  an  “agenda  drafting 
group”  to  be  composed  of  not  more  than  25  specially  invited  people  (5  for  each 
section).  They  will  be  chosen  in  terms  of  their  ecumenical  experience  and  their 
competence  to  deal  with  the  sectional  topics.  They  will  be  asked  to  review  all 
of  the  materials  available  for  each  topic  and  to  provide  the  best  possible  outline 
to  guide  the  work  of  each  section.  This  outline-guide  will  be  mimeographed 
for  distribution  at  the  Conference.  It  will  select  two  or  three  key  issues  in  the 
Commission  reports  and  relate  those  issues  to  two  or  three  specific  problems 
assigned  to  each  section.  The  staff  has,  as  a basis  for  discussion,  selected  a panel 
of  men  who  may  be  asked  to  do  this  work. 

2.  Major  Items  in  the  Programme  of  Future  Studies 

For  several  years  Faith  and  Order  thinking  has  been  magnetized  by  the 
obligation  and  opportunity  to  deal  with  three  large  bodies  of  Christians  which 
belong  within  our  constituency,  and  which  must  be  considered  whenever  we 
recall  the  purpose  of  drawing  churches  out  of  isolation  into  conference.  This 
opportunity  has  been  rapidly  increasing,  and  the  obligation  to  develop  an  appro- 
priate programme  has  been  strongly  ratified  at  every  level  of  WCC  organization 
(Faith  and  Order  Commission,  Central  Committee,  Assembly).  Let  me  now 
report  some  specific  plans. 

(a)  Extension  of  contacts  with  Roman  Catholic  theologians 

In  preparation  for  Montreal  and  the  ensuing  period,  we  have  scheduled  a 
consultation  with  Roman  Catholic  theologians  at  Bossey  next  March.  The 
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Executive  Secretary  is  supervising  these  plans.  Moreover,  we  expect  to  invite 
at  least  4 different  groups  of  Roman  Catholic  theologians  to  prepare  group 
critiques  and  commentaries  of  the  reports  of  our  own  theological  commissions. 
We  hope  to  have  these  documents  accessible  in  mimeographed  form  at  Montreal. 
For  the  period  after  Montreal  there  are  two  further  suggestions. 

1.  The  FOC  at  its  meeting  in  1964  should  consider  setting  up  at  least  one 
long-term  commission,  consisting  of  Roman  and  non-Roman  theologians  to 
locate  the  areas  where  joint  study  is  most  urgent  and  to  carry  out  such  study. 
The  expenses  of  such  a commission  could  probably  be  covered  by  our  regular 
budget. 

2.  By  the  summer  of  1963  we  suggest  the  appointment  of  several  committees 
composed  of  members  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  in  the  various  conti- 
nental areas  where  conversations  are  most  urgent  and  least  developed.  We  would 
ask  members  of  these  committees  to  devote  their  free  time  in  visiting  Roman 
Catholic  seminaries  and  centres,  and  in  extending  hospitality  for  return  visits. 
We  would  ask  them  to  arrange  whatever  informal  retreats  or  formal  consultations 
may  prove  to  be  desirable  on  whatever  topics  may  seem  wisest.  Faith  and  Order 
would  pay  the  personal  travel  and  entertainment  costs,  and  at  least  a share  of 
the  expense  of  the  retreats  and  consultations.  For  this  work  we  estimate  a total 
cost  of  $8,000  a year,  which  must  be  met  outside  of  the  regular  budget.  We 
have  therefore  listed  this  as  a special  project  the  expense  of  which  would  be 
covered  by  “Supplemental  Funds  for  WCC  Programme,”  if  those  funds  can  be 
secured  during  the  ensuing  year. 

(b)  Consultations  between  Orthodox  and  Non-Orthodox  Theologians 

There  have  been  insistent  demands  for  many  years  and  from  many  quarters 
for  more  sustained  and  thorough  explorations  of  the  major  points  at  issue  between 
Eastern  Orthodoxy  and  the  Western  churches.  After  much  discussion  the  staff 
have  two  definite  recommendations,  the  first  for  a pre- Montreal  consultation, 
the  second  for  a major  investigation  of  the  function  of  Councils  in  the  history 
of  the  Church.  As  Appendix  C,  you  will  find  a memorandum  covering  these 
two  proposals.  The  expenses  of  the  first  can  probably  be  covered  by  the  regular 
budget,  if  the  travel  subsidies  in  the  FWCFO  are  adequate.  The  expenses  of 
the  second  will  require  special  help,  which  again  we  have  included  in  our  request 
from  “Supplemental  Funds  for  WCC  Programme.”  In  this  case  we  have  asked 
for  $24,000  to  cover  a three-year  programme,  including  not  only  (1)  an  annual 
seminar  as  described  in  the  Appendix  but  also  (2)  an  annual  meeting  of  patristic 
scholars,  continuing  the  work  to  be  begun  in  Paris  on  August  6,  1962,  and  (3) 
consultations  between  the  Eastern  Orthodox  and  the  Ancient  Oriental  Churches. 

(c)  An  extension  of  contacts  with  evangelical  groups 

The  Faith  and  Order  Committee  at  the  Third  Assembly  urged  an  increase  of 
conversations  with  Evangelicals  outside  WCC  membership.  This  task  presents 
many  difficulties  because  of  the  great  variety  of  churches  and  groups,  and  because 
there  is,  among  many,  such  a deep  suspicion  against  the  WCC.  These  groups  have 
certain  features  in  common,  so  that  major  topics  of  joint  concern  might  be  found, 
but  even  so  sustained  theological  discussion  of  these  topics  remains  difficult. 
Nevertheless  in  some  places,  the  time  is  ripe  for  such  discussion.  Contacts 
are  frequently  most  fruitful  on  the  regional  or  local  level,  and  therefore  it  is 
strategic  for  Faith  and  Order  to  encourage  initiatives  on  those  levels. 
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One  method  for  that  encouragement  is  this  : The  Faith  and  Order  staff  could 
enlist  various  members  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  to  develop  contacts 
in  their  own  regions.  These  members  could  invite  selected  groups  of  evangelical 
leaders  to  week-end  retreats  for  Bible  study  and  informal  discussions.  Out  of 
these  retreats  would  emerge  suggestions  for  further  studies.  Should  such  a 
programme  develop,  the  Faith  and  Order  department  would  need  to  find  money 
to  defray  at  least  part  of  the  expenses.  (E.g.  Supplemental  Funds  for  WCC 
Programme.) 

A second  opportunity  for  Faith  and  Order  is  to  co-operate  with  the  Ecumenical 
Institute  in  holding  conferences  for  representatives  of  pietistic  and  fundamentalist 
circles  in  Europe.  The  Institute  held  one  such  conference  in  1961  and  would 
welcome  Faith  and  Order  participation  in  future  conferences.  Tentatively,  the 
theme  for  the  next  conference  is  the  biblical  understanding  of  the  Church. 

A third  opportunity  is  to  establish  a theological  commission,  to  consist  of 
approximately  equal  numbers  of  theologians  from  evangelical  groups  outside  the 
WCC  and  of  theologians  within  the  WCC.  This  commission  could  arrange  such 
consultations  as  seemed  desirable  and  could  aim  at  producing  a document  (e.g. 
on  biblical  ecclesiology)  which  would  clarify  the  issues.  The  Division  of  World 
Mission  and  Evangelism  has  expressed  interest  in  this  proposal,  and  would 
cooperate  in  its  execution. 

Should  the  plan  of  travelling  Faith  and  Order  lecturers  be  approved  and 
underwritten,  such  lecturers  might  be  of  great  service  in  encouraging  various 
parts  of  this  programme  in  Asia,  Latin  America  and  Africa. 

(d)  World  Communion  Sunday 

There  is  one  extension  in  programme  which  would  apply  to  all  churches  in 
our  constituency  and  which  we  recommend  to  the  Working  Committee.  This 
is  to  provide  encouragement  and  guidance  to  the  annual  observance  of  World 
Communion  Sunday.  Already  a fixed  date  on  the  calendar  of  many  churches, 
the  development  of  its  observance  should  remind  all  who  come  to  the  Lord’s 
Table  of  that  unity  which  is  both  his  gift  and  his  command.  The  staff  believes 
that  it  would  be  a natural  extension  of  Faith  and  Order  responsibility  for  the 
Week  of  Prayer  if  it  were  to  accept  a limited  responsibility  for  this  event  (cf. 
Appendix  D). 

3.  Plans  for  the  Secretariat 

In  the  future  organization  of  the  secretariat,  the  staff  has  three  specific  recom- 
mendations to  make  and  one  additional  matter  on  which  further  discussion  and 
action  by  the  Working  Committee  is  required  : 

(a)  We  recommend  the  appointment  by  the  Committee  of  two  men  to 
serve  as  Research  Consultants  to  the  staff : Frere  Max  Thurian  of  France, 
Dr.  J.  A.  van  Wyk  of  South  Africa.  During  the  past  two  years  Frere  Max  has 
given  a great  deal  of  time  and  valuable  help  to  the  staff,  without  recognition 
or  remuneration.  He  is  continuing  to  serve  us  by  preparing  studies  and  documents 
for  the  FWCFO.  Dr.  van  Wyk  is  now  carrying  on  extensive  individual  studies 
of  the  independent  churches  of  South  Africa,  at  our  request.  It  is  desirable 
to  recognize  his  help,  especially  since  we  have  been  unable  to  secure  Commission 
members  from  either  the  independent  or  the  Reformed  Churches  in  South  Africa. 
Recognition  of  a special  status  for  these  two  men  is,  we  believe,  fully  merited 
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by  them  and  highly  advantageous  to  us.  Such  recognition  does  not  entail  consti- 
tional  revision.  Nor  does  it  require  budgetary  provision.  When  new  theological 
commissions  are  appointed  after  Montreal,  the  Working  Committee  should 
perhaps  consider  giving  a similar  status  to  their  secretaries  and  chairmen,  if 
those  officers  are  not  FOC  members. 

(b)  We  recommend  approval  by  the  Working  Committee  of  a plan  to  appoint 
by  the  Autumn  of  1963  not  more  than  three  annual  Faith  and  Order  Lecturers, 
contingent  upon  the  securing  of  money  through  the  “Supplemental  Funds  for 
World  Council  Programme.”  The  basic  objective  is  to  provide  ways  for  fulfilling 
the  mandate  of  the  Commission  and  the  Assembly  to  speed  the  extension  and 
the  decentralization  of  Faith  and  Order  activity  in  Asia,  Latin  America  and 
Africa.  Already  the  requests  and  the  opportunities  for  work  in  these  continents 
far  exceed  the  resources  of  the  Geneva  staff.  So  we  propose  an  intensified  period 
of  visitation  of  these  fields  by  three  experienced  theologians  who  could  secure 
leaves  of  absence  from  their  regular  posts.  We  might  call  them  “Faith  and  Order 
Lecturers,”  and  give  to  each  the  following  assignment,  very  roughly  sketched  : 

— Attendance  at  Fourth  World  Conference  on  Faith  and  Order,  and  Central 
Committee;  Summer  1963. 

— A month’s  residence  in  Geneva  for  orientation  in  the  work  of  the  WCC 
and  for  briefings  by  the  staff  and  by  the  appropriate  Working  Party. 

— Six  months  in  the  assigned  continent,  where  the  chief  responsibility  would 
be  to  lecture  in  theological  schools  ; a minimum  of  two  weeks  and  a maxi- 
mum of  four  weeks  in  each.  The  visitor  would  lecture  in  his  own  academic 
field,  but  with  an  accent  upon  its  ecumenical  implications.  He  would 
also  be  available  for  a 3-4  day  consultation  on  Christian  unity  for  church 
leaders  in  the  neighbouring  region. 

— In  addition,  his  services  would  be  made  available  for  other  occasions, 
such  as  Theological  Education  Fund  institutes,  for  meetings  with  committees 
negotiating  church  unions,  for  regional  conferences,  etc. 

— At  the  end  of  his  term  he  would  spend  another  month  in  Geneva,  making 
both  oral  and  written  reports,  with  recommendations  for  further  devel- 
opment of  WCC  work. 

— During  the  following  years  he  would  serve  as  a special  adviser  to  the 
Faith  and  Order  staff  on  programme  in  the  continent  chosen. 

The  estimated  cost  for  one  year  would  be  $36,000.  This  proposal  has  been 
approved  by  the  Division  of  Studies,  by  the  Finance  Committee,  and  by  the 
Executive  Committee,  and  will  be  presented  for  final  ratification  by  the  Central 
Committee.  At  the  moment,  however,  no  money  is  in  sight  for  this  purpose, 
so  the  date  for  inaugurating  such  a programme  remains  quite  uncertain. 

(c)  We  recommend  that  nothing  further  be  done  by  the  Working  Committee 
at  this  session  with  regard  to  its  often-expressed  desire  for  a re-structuring  of 
the  WCC  so  that  Faith  and  Order  “has  a place  and  role  appropriate  to  the  central 
importance  of  the  concern  for  church  unity  in  the  life  of  the  WCC”  (FOC  Paper  31 , 
p.  119).  This  matter  was  reiterated  in  the  Committee  at  the  Third  Assembly, 
and  the  Central  Committee  received  a mandate  from  the  Assembly  to  undertake 
as  early  as  possible  a thorough  study  of  the  organization  of  the  WCC  including 
Faith  and  Order’s  request  for  divisional  status.  During  the  coming  year  the 
only  thing  needed  on  the  part  of  the  Working  Committee  is  that  officers  and 
staff  should  stand  ready  to  accept  any  request  from  the  Central  Committee  to 
assist  in  whatever  studies  and  discussions  may  be  initiated. 
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(d)  In  this  section  of  the  report,  the  Director  speaks  for  himself  alone  in 
presenting  a matter  on  which  extended  discussion  (perhaps  by  a sub-committee) 
is  needed  and  a decision  must  be  taken  at  this  meeting  : the  selection  of  his  successor 
on  the  secretariat,  to  begin  work  if  possible  by  next  July.  Such  a selection  requires 
a review  of  the  specifications  outlined  in  St.  Andrews  (FOC  Paper  31,  p.  119  f.) 
in  the  light  of  development  since  that  time.  Significant  developments  have 
taken  place  which  change  the  situation  to  such  a degree  that  a new  set  of  speci- 
fications should  be  drawn. 

First,  a word  to  describe  the  present  situation.  I began  work  in  June  1961 
and  was  joined  in  July  by  Lukas  Vischer  as  Research  Secretary  and  in  October 
by  Patrick  Rodger  as  Executive  Secretary.  We  have  been  very  fortunate  in  our 
office  staff.  Elizabeth  S wayne,  an  asset  to  the  work  since  1958,  has  been  able 
to  bridge  the  chasm  between  “The  Old  and  the  New.”  Annerose  Eikenberg 
has  helped  valiantly  and  expertly  in  the  office  since  last  August.  At  the  beginning 
of  this  month  Wilhelmina  Les  began  her  service  in  the  office,  relieving  the  mounting 
pressures  on  the  other  five.  We  hope  to  keep  this  sextet  at  full  strength  through 
the  FWCFO  and  it  will  certainly  be  kept  running  at  full  speed.  As  for  me,  from 
August  30  until  January  15, 1963, 1 will  be  on  leave  in  order  to  resume  my  teaching 
duties,  and  on  August  1,  1963,  I will  leave  the  staff.  It  is  therefore  urgent  for 
the  Working  Committee  to  choose  now  a list  of  those  to  be  invited  to  this  partic- 
ular post.  What  basic  considerations  should  be  kept  in  mind  ? 

First,  there  must  be  no  thought  of  reducing  the  size  of  the  staff.  The  demands 
from  all  sides  and  the  steady  expansion  of  the  programme  do  not  permit  that 
option. 

Second,  every  care  should  be  taken  to  recognize  the  competence  and  to  safe- 
guard the  positions  of  Messrs.  Rodger  and  Vischer.  They  are  so  diligent  and  versatile 
that  everything  possible  must  be  done  to  keep  them  on  the  staff  for  as  long  as 
possible.  Moreover,  it  is  important  that  their  judgment  should  be  utilized  fully 
both  in  defining  the  “job  profile”  and  in  choosing  their  future  colleague. 

Third,  the  previous  definitions  of  the  respective  assignments  to  the  three 
secretaries  (St.  Andrews  Minutes,  FOC  Paper  31,  p.  119;  Geneva  Minutes, 
FOC  Paper  33  p.  21)  are  now  out  of  date.  Let  me  give  two  examples,  (i)  It  has 
become  clear  that  both  the  Director  and  the  Executive  Secretary  have  been  assigned 
major  administrative  roles  which  cannot  effectively  be  separated.  “Responsibility 
for  the  continuing  programme”  cannot  be  disjoined  from  “general  coordination 
of  the  programme.”  We  therefore  recommend  that  the  title  “Director”  be  dropped 
and  that  the  present  Executive  Secretary  be  considered  the  chief  of  all  admini- 
strative operations,  (ii)  For  the  same  reason,  I recommend  that  the  Executive 
Secretary  be  given  responsibility  for  the  relationship  to  the  WCC  General  Secre- 
tariat and  that  he  be  asked  to  serve  as  a member  of  the  Staff  Executive  Group. 

Against  this  background,  there  seem  to  be  three  options  with  regard  to  the 
present  post  of  Director,  which  in  any  case  will  need  a new  title  depending  on 
the  option  chosen. 

The  first  option  is  to  seek  the  appointment  on  a long-term  basis  of  a veteran 
theological  scholar  to  fulfil  the  tasks  outlined  initially  in  the  Future  Report, 
but  freed  of  the  administrative  duties  as  suggested  above.  In  the  light  of  previous 
experience,  it  seems  very  doubtful  if  such  a man  can  be  secured,  and  in  the  light 
of  the  present  staff  capabilities  and  of  the  possibility  of  securing  annual  lecturers, 
it  seems  less  desirable  now  than  in  I960.  However,  the  Working  Committee 
may  wish  to  choose  this  option. 
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Second,  you  may  decide  to  seek  the  appointment,  for  a series  of  one-  or 
two-year  terms,  of  theological  professors  on  leave  from  their  University  posts. 
The  appointee  in  this  case  would  remain  relatively  free  from  executive  responsi- 
bility, would  carry  out  special  research  assignments  for  the  staff,  would  be  free 
to  travel  and  lecture,  and  would  take  a major  responsibility  for  special  consult- 
ations and  seminars  (e.g  Orthodox  seminar  planned  for  1964).  This  would 
centralize  the  administrative  work  in  the  hands  of  the  Executive  Secretary,  but 
it  should  not  change  the  present  pattern  of  work  of  the  Research  Secretary.  The 
present  staff  prefers  this  plan  if  the  special  programme  of  annual  lecturers  is 
not  adopted. 

The  third  option  is  the  appointment  of  a “junior  secretary”  to  help  in  the 
office  routines  and  to  take  over  from  Messrs.  Vischer  and  Rodger  some  of  the 
tasks  assigned  to  them.  The  present  secretariat  is  agreed  that  this  plan  should 
be  considered  only  if  the  plan  for  annual  lecturers  can  be  assured  for  several 
years. 

For  the  years  1963-1964  or  1963-1965,  therefore,  my  recommendation  is 
that  the  Working  Committee  authorize  an  appointment  of  a theological  professor 
who  is  able  to  secure  a leave  from  his  present  position  to  serve  as  “Theological 
Consultant”  for  one  or  two  years.  Should  this  recommendation  be  adopted, 
you  should  perhaps  appoint  a sub-committee  to  discuss  items  under  V and  VI 
of  the  Agenda,  and  to  make  appropriate  recommendations  for  action  before 
adjournment. 
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Appendix  B 
Part  1 


THE  FOURTH  WORLD  CONFERENCE  ON  FAITH  AND  ORDER 
McGILL  UNIVERSITY,  MONTREAL 

12-26  July  1963 


The  Setting  of  the  Conference 

The  Montreal  Conference  of  1963  stands  in  succession  to  Lausanne  1927, 
Edinburgh  1937  and  Lund  1952,  and  also  to  the  Assemblies  of  the  World  Council 
of  Churches,  particularly  those  of  Evanston  and  New  Delhi,  which  have  taken 
place  since  the  last  World  Conference  on  Faith  and  Order.  The  Canadian  Council 
of  Churches  will  act  as  host  to  this  world  meeting. 

In  the  years  following  the  Lund  Conference,  four  commissions  were  established 
under  the  following  areas  of  enquiry  : Christ  and  the  Church  ; Tradition  and 
Traditions  ; Worship  ; Institutionalism.  For  many  years  these  commissions  have 
been  at  work,  and  their  final  reports  are  now  ready  for  presentation  to  the  churches. 

The  Conference  will  link  these  reports  to  those  issues  which  the  churches  in  the 
various  regions  find  most  urgent.  The  reports  of  the  commissions  will  be  sent  to 
delegates  beforehand  as  “necessary  reading”  and  will  form  a great  part  of  the 
material  to  be  studied  at  the  Conference.  Delegates  will  consider  how  the  work 
of  the  commissions  may  best  be  continued  after  Montreal.  They  will  also  recom- 
mend new  issues  for  treatment  at  the  Conference,  and  new  methods  of  study 
thereafter. 

In  addition  to  the  commission  reports,  extensive  use  will  be  made  of  the 
document  produced  by  the  Section  on  Unity  at  New  Delhi.  It  will  receive  a close 
examination  by  several  Sections  of  the  Conference  so  as  to  give  maximum  help 
and  encouragement  for  action  in  those  areas  which  were  stressed  by  the  Third 
Assembly.  Other  departments  of  the  World  Council  of  Churches  will  have  impor- 
tant contributions  to  make  to  the  Conference.  The  resources  of  these  departments 
will  be  used  and  an  effort  made  to  forward  their  multiform  concern  for  Christian 
unity  (e.g.  Division  of  World  Mission  and  Evangelism,  Laity,  Cooperation, 
Evangelism). 

The  programme  will  emphasize  study,  and  seek  to  maintain  the  depth  and 
theological  integrity  of  that  study.  There  will  be  sufficient  freedom  from  “hustle” 
of  every  kind  to  encourage  sustained  efforts  to  penetrate  the  main  issues,  and 
where  possible,  to  register  some  advance  in  our  common  thinking  for  the  benefit 
of  the  churches. 

Since  the  topics  on  the  Conference  Agenda  invite  the  simultaneous  exploration 
of  doctrinal  and  of  practical  issues,  and  since  the  work  of  Faith  and  Order  will 
increasingly  involve  both,  it  is  desirable  that  the  personnel  of  the  Conference 
should  include  theologians,  historians,  sociologists,  administrators,  pastors  and 
lay  men  and  women.  This  is  all  the  more  desirable  since  the  Conference  report, 
like  all  such  reports , will  receive  only  such  authority  as  is  merited  by  its  represen- 
tative and  intrinsic  excellence. 
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The  Status  of  the  Conference  Actions 

The  Conference  will  observe  the  governing  principles  outlined  in  the  Consti- 
tution (par.  4).  It  will  receive  and  discuss  the  reports  from  the  theological  commis- 
sions and,  if  it  so  decides,  commend  them  to  the  churches  for  study.  It  will  also 
have  authority  to  prepare  a commentary  on  the  reports  and  to  submit  its  own 
recommendations  to  the  member  churches  for  their  consideration,  within  the 
limits  prescribed  by  the  Constitution. 

Some  matters  have  been  assigned  for  study  to  the  Conference  by  the  Third 
Assembly  (e.g.  the  Eucharist  at  Ecumenical  Gatherings).  The  Conference  may 
therefore  choose  to  address  portions  of  its  report,  with  appropriate  recommenda- 
tions, to  the  Central  Committee  for  its  consideration  and  possible  action.  Unless 
and  until  the  Central  Committee  approves  a Conference  statement,  that  statement 
will  not  be  considered  as  expressing  the  judgment  of  the  World  Council. 

The  Conference  is  designed  to  fulfil  the  central  objectives  of  the  Faith  and 
Order  Commission.  The  Conference  may  therefore  choose  to  address  portions 
of  its  report,  with  recommendations  for  action,  to  the  Commission,  the  Working 
Committee,  and  the  staff  of  Faith  and  Order.  These  recommendations  will 
centre  upon  areas  and  methods  of  study  to  be  pursued  during  the  coming  years. 
A short  meeting  of  the  Commission  will  be  held  immediately  before  the  opening 
of  the  Montreal  Conference,  but  its  usual  triennial  meeting  is  postponed  until  the 
summer  of  1964. 

The  Organization  of  the  Conference 

In  accordance  with  the  tradition  of  previous  Conferences,  no  general  theme 
has  been  proposed.  Insofar  as  a common  task  can  be  discerned  confronting  all 
five  Sections,  it  is  to  cast  a new  light  upon  the  familiar  but  still  difficult  phrase 
“Christ  and  His  Church.”  This  is  perhaps  as  brief  a description  as  can  be  framed 
of  the  core  of  many  contemporary  ecumenical  problems,  and  it  will  serve  to 
link  together  the  work  of  the  five  Sections,  without  seeking  to  impose  on  them 
any  artificial  unity. 


Section  I : THE  CHURCH  IN  THE  PURPOSE  OF  GOD 

This  Section  will  base  its  studies  upon  the  report  of  the  Commission  on  Christ 
and  the  Church  and  upon  the  New  Delhi  statement  on  Unity.  It  should  discuss 
the  content  of  the  Commission’s  report,  attempting  to  appraise  its  trinitarian 
perspectives  and  evaluating  its  method  of  approach  to  ecclesiological  issues. 
In  this  context  and  with  careful  reference  to  the  New  Delhi  Statement,  the  Section 
should  seek  to  realize  one  or  more  of  the  following  objectives  : 

1 . To  consider  the  ecclesiological  implications  of  the  discrepancy  between 
apparent  agreement  in  christological  doctrine  and  the  residual  forces  of 
disunity  among  the  churches. 

2.  To  explore  the  extent  of  basic  agreement  on  such  topics  as  : notae 
ecclesiae  ; the  attributes  of  the  Church  ; the  character  of  the  Church’s  oneness, 
holiness,  catholicity,  apostolicity. 

3.  To  locate  and  set  forth  the  chief  points  of  development  and  tension 
in  the  field  of  ecclesiology  among  the  main  Christian  traditions,  including 
those  presently  outside  the  World  Council  of  Churches. 
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4.  To  assess  the  ecclesiological  significance  of  such  diverse  new  forms  of 
Christian  community  as  councils  of  churches  on  the  one  hand  and,  on  the 
other,  the  separatist  churches  and  various  movements  which  reject  the  need 
for  ecclesiastical  institutions. 

The  specific  issues  chosen  for  analysis  will  be  discussed  in  terms  of  their 
implications  for  an  understanding  of  the  nature  and  task  of  Christ’s  Church  in 
His  world. 


Additional  references  for  the  attention  of  the  Section 

1 . Studies  in  the  USA  and  Britain  of  the  ecclesiological  significance  of  councils 
of  churches. 

2.  Regional  studies  of  independent  or  “separatist”  churches  in  Africa. 

3.  Regional  studies  of  united  churches  in  Japan,  India,  the  United  States, 
Canada  (symposium  prepared  by  the  Commission  on  Institutionalism). 

4.  Critical  commentaries  by  Roman  Catholic  and  Evangelical  groups  of  the 
report  on  Christ  and  the  Church. 

5.  The  Toronto  Statement  with  a summary  of  criticisms. 

6.  The  ecclesiological  literature  in  modern  Roman  Catholic  theology,  including 
relevant  statements  by  the  Vatican  Council. 

7.  Books  and  articles  produced  by  members  of  the  Commission  on  Christ 
and  the  Church  (see  bibliography  in  the  report). 


Section  II : SCRIPTURE,  TRADITION  AND  TRADITIONS 

The  work  of  this  Section  will  be  mainly  based  on  the  report  of  the  Commission 
on  Tradition  and  Traditions.  Among  its  objectives  will  be  these : 

1.  To  examine  afresh  the  theological  meaning  of  Revelation,  Scripture 
and  Tradition  and  their  relation  to  each  other,  avoiding  the  mere  restatement 
of  conventional  formulas. 

2.  To  describe,  in  the  light  of  the  Commission’s  report  and  other  sources 
(see  below)  the  theological  problems  of  Tradition  and  Traditions  as  they  present 
themselves  today.  Special  attention  will  be  directed  to  the  relations  of  Eastern 
and  Western  traditions. 

3.  To  investigate  the  problem  of  the  authority  of  Scripture  as  witness 
to  Revelation,  and  of  Creeds  and  Confessions,  in  their  bearing  upon  the 
search  for  fuller  unity  in  the  churches,  with  case  studies  of  current  efforts  to 
revise  various  confessions  and  catechisms. 

4.  To  analyze  the  process  by  which  church  traditions  are  transplanted 
from  one  region  to  another,  with  special  reference  to  contemporary  tensions 
between  “daughter”  and  “mother”  churches.  To  examine  the  emergence  of 
new  church  traditions  and  the  relation  of  the  new  and  the  old  to  the  one 
Tradition. 

5.  To  explore  ways  of  deepening  the  consciousness  of  living  within  the 
one  common  Tradition. 
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6.  To  consider  the  meaning  and  value  of  the  Commissions’s  proposals 
in  respect  to  “an  ecumenical  historiography”  and  its  recommendation  that 
the  dimension  of  historical  perspective  be  emphasized  in  Faith  and  Order 
studies  in  general. 


Additional  references  for  the  attention  of  the  Section 

1 . Material  will  be  provided  by  several  regional  study  groups  and  it  is  hoped 
that  comments  on  the  commission  reports  by  Roman  Catholic  and  Evan- 
gelical groups  will  be  available. 

2.  A consultation  between  Orthodox  and  non-Orthodox  theologians  will 
be  held  before  the  Conference.  Its  discussions  will  be  important  especially 
for  par.  2.  Various  conferences  in  Asia  will  deal  with  the  relation  between 
“daughter”  and  “mother”  churches,  and  also  problems  involved  in  their 
diverging  traditions  (par.  4). 

3.  Forthcoming  symposia  of  the  Commissions  on  Institutionalism  and 
Tradition  and  Traditions. 

4.  Books  and  articles  produced  by  members  of  the  Commission  (see  biblio- 
graphy in  the  reports). 


Section  III : THE  REDEMPTIVE  WORK  OF  CHRIST  AND 
THE  MINISTRY  OF  HIS  CHURCH 


Parts  of  the  report  of  the  Commission  on  Christ  and  the  Church  will  deal 
with  the  problem  under  various  aspects.  A paper  will  be  prepared  by  the  Depart- 
ment on  the  Laity,  describing  the  main  problems  in  relating  the  ordained  ministry 
to  the  calling  of  the  laity,  and  another  by  the  Division  of  World  Mission  and 
Evangelism  on  new  patterns  of  the  ministry.  The  work  of  this  Section  will  begin 
with  these  documents.  As  possible  targets  of  discussion  the  following  may  be 
mentioned : 

1.  To  discuss  the  relation  of  Christ’s  ministry  to  the  Church’s  ministry, 
and  the  status  and  function  of  the  ordained  ministry  within  Christ’s  Body. 
Special  attention  will  be  given  to  the  priestly  and  apostolic  vocation  of  the 
ordained  ministry  and  its  relation  to  the  tasks  and  gifts  of  all  believers. 

2.  To  examine  how  a deeper  understanding  of  Christ  and  his  Church 
may  affect  the  present  understandings  of  the  ministry  in  various  churches. 
Questions  ought  also  to  be  formulated  which  will  enable  the  churches  to 
understand  how  current  doctrines  and  practices  impede  or  enhance  the  ministry 
of  Christ  to  the  world. 

3.  To  discuss  the  necessity  and  the  variety  of  new  forms  of  ministry, 
to  evaluate  their  significance  for  the  traditional  doctrines  of  ordination  and  to 
relate  these  doctrines  to  such  specific  problems  as : 

(a)  the  place  of  the  diaconate ; 

(b)  the  ordination  of  women. 
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Additional  references  for  the  attention  of  the  Section : 

1.  A survey  on  the  problem  of  the  ordination  of  women,  prepared  by  the 
Department  on  the  Cooperation  of  Men  and  Women.  Reports  from  a 
number  of  regional  groups. 

2.  The  literature  on  the  problem  of  the  laity  (see  bibliography  provided  by 
the  Department  on  the  Laity  : Laid  in  Ecclesia ). 

3.  Reports  from  union  negotiating  committees  on  their  efforts  to  unify  the 
ministries. 


Section  IV : WORSHIP  AND  THE  ONENESS  OF  CHRIST’S  CHURCH 

Basing  its  discussion  on  three  reports  from  the  Commission  on  Worship, 
the  Section  will  have  two  main  tasks,  which  should  be  considered  as  belonging 
together : 

1.  (a)  To  clarify  the  basic  patterns  of  Christian  worship  and  to  consider 
how  these  can  best  reflect  the  catholicity  and  apostolicity  of  the  Church. 

(b)  To  explore  the  response  which  Christian  worship  makes  both 
to  the  creation  and  to  the  redemption  of  the  world  by  God,  Father,  Son  and 
Holy  Spirit. 

(c)  To  study  recent  liturgical  renewal,  and  to  consider  how  it  is 
coping  with  the  estrangement  of  modern  man  from  that  transcendent  realm 
implicit  in  all  Christian  worship. 

(d)  To  appraise  the  diverse  kinds  of  worship  required  by  contemporary 
society,  and  to  suggest  guide-lines  for  the  “indigenization”  of  worship  in 
cultures  old  and  new. 

2.  To  consider  the  sacramental  doctrine  and  practice  of  the  churches, 
and  the  relation  of  these  to  the  unity  we  seek  ; and  in  particular  to  study : 

the  implications  of  recognizing  one  Baptism  ; 
the  character  of  the  Eucharist ; 
the  question  of  Intercommunion ; 

the  celebration  of  the  Eucharist  at  ecumenical  conferences. 

Additional  references  for  the  attention  of  the  Section 

1.  Papers  by  members  of  the  Theological  Commission  on  Worship  (see 
Studia  Liturgica,  1963  ; Christian  Worship  in  India,  1961). 

2.  Regional  studies  in  Asia,  Europe  and  USA. 

3.  Agreed  Statements  of  CSI  and  Indian  Lutherans  ; and  European  Lutherans 
and  Reformed. 

4.  Record  of  discussions  on  Intercommunion  at  New  Delhi. 

5.  Staff  paper  on  Intercommunion  ; Bossey  Consultation  of  1961  ; and  Youth 
Department  Bulletin  (Autumn  1962). 

6.  Symposium  of  the  Lutheran  World  Federation  on  Intercommunion,  1963. 

7.  Canadian  Council  essay  : Priesthood  and  Sacrifice. 
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Section  V : “ALL  IN  EACH  PLACE”  : THE  PROCESS  OF  GROWING 
TOGETHER 

This  Section  will  start  from  the  Statement  on  Unity  as  adopted  by  the  Third 
Assembly  and  will  ask  what  are  the  chief  obstacles  to  the  goal  outlined  therein, 
as  well  as  the  chief  opportunities  for  advance  toward  unity  “in  each  place.” 
It  will  explore  the  areas  where  churches  continue  to  “do  separately”  things  which 
Christian  conscience  urges  them  to  “do  together”  (cf.  Lund  Report).  It  will 
assess  the  place  of  institutional  factors  in  alienating  communities  which  are 
otherwise  agreed  on  Faith  and  Order.  It  will  apply  the  ecclesiological,  confessional, 
ministerial  and  liturgical  perspectives  of  the  other  Sections  to  local  congregations, 
asking  how  the  basic  attributes  of  the  Church  may  be  more  clearly  manifested 
in  their  structure.  The  following  are  samples  of  specific  tasks  which  the  Section 
may  accept : 

1 . A study  of  the  institutional  factors  which  impede  or  advance  the  unity 
of  “all  in  each  place.” 

2.  An  examination  of  the  role  played  by  racial  and  ethnic  factors  in  the 
divisions  within  and  among  the  churches. 

3.  An  appraisal  of  the  effects  on  Christian  unity  of  such  things  as  con- 
ventional moralities,  congregational  rivalries,  political  pressures  and  population 
mobility. 

4.  A study  of  the  degrees  to  which  the  activities  of  local  councils  of  churches 
answer  the  problem  of  disunity,  and  of  their  potential  function  in  fulfilling  the 
call  of  the  Church  to  mission-in-unity. 

5.  A consideration  of  the  desires  of  that  constituency  within  the  churches 
which  is  impatient  for  visible  unity  but  inarticulate  in  expressing  its  will  in 
theological  terms  or  ecclesiastical  policy. 

6.  A definition  of  the  theological  basis  for  those  “responsible  risks” 
(New  Delhi  Section  on  Unity)  which  local  congregations  can  and  should  take 
in  manifesting  their  unity  in  Christ. 

Additional  references  for  the  attention  of  the  Section 

1.  Report  and  Symposium  of  the  Commission  on  Institutionalism. 

2.  Reports  from  regional  study  groups  in  North  America  and  Asia. 

3.  Staff  essays  : “Racial  Questions”  ; “Witness  and  Unity.” 

4.  Reports  on  regional  studies  by  local  councils  of  churches. 

5.  Summary  of  responses  to  the  New  Delhi  Statement. 

The  Relation  of  Sectional  Studies  to  Plenary  Sessions 

The  time-schedule  of  the  Conference  has  been  arranged  to  provide  maximum 
time  and  freedom  for  the  work  of  the  five  Sections.  Each  delegate  will  belong  to 
only  one  Section,  and  each  Section  will  have  a single  (although  broad)  assignment. 
The  Sections  will  begin  their  work  within  24  hours  of  the  opening  session.  The 
theological  commission  reports  will  be  made  directly  to  the  appropriate  Sections. 
Six  days  of  the  first  week  will  be  devoted  almost  entirely  to  Sections  and  sub- 
sections. In  order  to  eliminate  much  detailed  discussion  of  specific  issues  in 
plenary  sessions,  opportunity  is  provided  for  “open  hearings”  in  which  each 
sectional  drafting  committee  will  discuss  its  draft  report  with  delegates  from  other 
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sections,  and  will  include  the  results  of  this  discussion  in  its  first  report  to  the 
Conference.  Plenary  discussions  of  the  sectional  reports  will  thus  come  quite 
early  in  the  programme.  This  will  allow  each  Section  ample  opportunity  to 
profit  from  plenary  discussions,  and  will  enable  it,  in  revising  its  report,  both 
to  take  full  advantage  of  plenary  wisdom  and  to  retain  a larger  responsibility 
for  the  final  draft.  The  closing  plenaries  will  thus  find  less  occasion  for  hectic 
debate  over  the  detailed  wording  of  sectional  reports,  although  the  Conference 
will  retain  its  authority  to  commend  each  sectional  report  to  the  churches  for 
study.  The  time-schedule  also  provides  a period  for  initial  study  of  agenda  materials, 
two  free  evenings  for  study,  reflection,  or  for  drafting  committees,  and  adequate 
time  for  reading  sectional  reports  before  they  are  presented  for  plenary  discussion. 
The  schedule  is  also  flexible  enough  to  permit  the  Business  Committee  to  adjust 
the  programme  to  unforeseen  needs. 

In  preparation  for  the  work  of  the  Conference  there  will  be  three  main  addresses 
on  the  following  topics  : 

(1)  An  appraisal  of  the  world  situation  which  sets  the  question  of  the 
unity  of  the  Church  in  the  context  of  its  mission. 

(2)  An  introduction  to  the  obligations  and  opportunities  of  ecumenical 
dialogue,  with  reflection  upon  the  ethics  and  character  of  fruitful  theological 
discussion. 

(3)  A presentation  of  the  objectives  of  the  Conference,  and  an  explanation 
of  its  agenda. 

In  each  Section  there  will  be  a series  of  five  periods  of  Bible  study  on  the  New 
Delhi  pattern,  based  on  the  Epistle  to  the  Colossians. 

During  the  first  full  week  of  the  Conference  there  will  be  held  in  the  evenings 
a series  of  four  general  meetings  which  will  be  open  to  the  public,  so  far  as  the 
auditorium  allows.  These  occasions  will  include  : 

(1)  A panel  with  moderator  and  two  speakers,  one  Orthodox  and  one 
Protestant,  on  Eastern  and  Western  spirituality. 

(2)  A panel  with  moderator  and  three  speakers,  dealing  with  the  bearing 
of  biblical  research  upon  ecumenical  theology.  Speakers  will  be  biblical 
scholars,  aware  of  current  hermeneutical  issues  and  representing  different 
schools  of  interpretation. 

(3)  A panel  on  ecumenical  developments  which  affect  relations  with 
churches  outside  the  World  Council : e.g.  an  appraisal  of  relevant  statements 
by  the  Second  Vatican  Council. 

(4)  A public  meeting  planned  by  the  Canadian  and  Montreal  Councils  of 
Churches. 

The  Membership  of  the  Conference 

Places  for  317  delegates  have  been  allocated  to  member  churches  of  the  WCC 
according  to  established  precedents.  Many  churches  which  do  not  belong  to  the 
World  Council  are  being  invited  to  send  representatives  either  as  official  delegates 
or  as  observers.  Thirty  places  are  tentatively  assigned  for  these  representatives. 
Youth  delegates  numbering  25  are  being  selected  by  the  Youth  Department  of  the 
WCC  in  consultation  with  its  affiliated  agencies.  Places  are  being  reserved  for 
secretaries  of  Faith  and  Order  departments  in  regional  and  national  councils. 
Approximately  50  advisers  will  be  invited  because  of  their  competence  in  the 
subjects  under  consideration.  Finally,  a limited  number  of  guests  from  the 
various  countries  will  be  accorded  a welcome. 
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Appendix  B 
Part  2 


PROPOSED  BUDGET  FOR  FOURTH  WORLD  CONFERENCE 
ON  FAITH  AND  ORDER,  MONTREAL,  CANADA 
July  12-26,  1963 


The  Executive  Committee  at  its  meeting  in  March  1962  confirmed  the  plans 
for  the  Fourth  World  Conference  on  Faith  and  Order  to  be  held  in  Montreal 
from  July  12-26,  1963. 

The  attached  table  sets  out  a proposed  budget  for  that  conference.  The 
expenditure  budget  is  considered  to  be  a reasonably  sound  forecast  of  the  expense 
which  will  be  involved  in  the  holding  of  the  conference. 

On  the  revenue  side,  probable  resources  totalling  $28,000  are  indicated  and 
it  is  further  indicated  that  it  will  be  necessary  to  find  a further  amount  of  $27,500. 
The  position  as  regards  reasonably  assured  income  (using  as  paragraph  numbers 
the  numbers  in  the  attached  statement)  is  as  follows : 

1.  The  amount  of  $6,000  was  available  in  the  reserve  for  Faith  and  Order 
Commission  meetings  as  at  December  31,  1961.  This  can  be  used  toward 
the  budget  of  the  World  Conference.  The  annual  allocations  of  $2,000 
to  the  reserve  for  Faith  and  Order  Commission  meetings  in  1962  and  1963 
will  need  to  be  held  in  the  reserve  for  meetings  of  the  Commission. 

2.  The  activities  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Department  in  1963  will  mainly 
be  directed  toward  the  preparation  of  the  World  Conference.  It  would 
therefore  appear  both  feasible  and  reasonable  to  make  an  allocation 
from  the  normal  provision  for  the  expenses  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Depart- 
ment within  the  General  Budget  of  the  World  Council  toward  the  expenses 
of  the  World  Conference.  (In  the  case  of  the  Lund  Conference  in  1952, 
total  expenses  for  which  amounted  to  about  $24,300,  an  amount  of  nearly 
$3,000  was  allocated  toward  the  conference  expenses  from  the  1952  budget 
of  the  Faith  and  Order  Department.) 

3.  It  is  suggested  the  registration  fee  should  be  fixed  at  $20. 

4.  The  Canadian  Council  of  Churches  has  expressed  willingness  to  seek 
to  raise  a special  contribution  toward  the  cost  of  the  conference  and  a 
figure  of  $10,000  has  been  mentioned.  There  is  of  course  no  commitment 
from  the  Canadian  Council  of  Churches  as  to  amount,  so  that  this  figure 
is  merely  an  estimate. 

5.  There  remains  need  to  find  additional  resources  totalling  $27,500.  Endeav- 
ours are  being  and  will  be  made  to  secure  special  contributions,  and  a 
verbal  report  will  be  made  to  the  Finance  Committee.  Should  those  efforts 
not  be  wholly  successful,  additional  resources  of  at  most  $10,000  could  be 
found  by  exhausting  certain  small  available  resources  of  the  Faith  and 
Order  Commission  including  the  1962  and  1963  allocations  to  the  reserve 
for  Faith  and  Order  Commission  meetings,  but  in  that  connection  it 
should  be  noted  that  a meeting  of  the  Commission  is  probable  in  1964. 
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Budget 


Expenditure 

1.  Preparatory  meetings $ 9,000 

2.  Printing  and  cyclostyle 3,500 

3.  Translation  (general)  at  Malagnou  3,000 

4.  Translation  of  Reports  of  Theol.  Commissions  ....  3,000 

5.  Additional  office  staff,  Geneva 2,500 

6.  Interpreters  and  translators  at  Montreal 12,000 

7.  Office  staff  (10) 5,000 

8.  Conference  staff  (20,  board  only) 3,000 

9.  Office  supplies 3,000 

10.  Postage  and  shipping 1,500 

11.  Travel  subsidies 10,000 


$55,500 

Revenue 

1.  Reserve  for  Faith  and  Order  Commission  meetings  . . $ 6,000 

2.  Proposed  allocations  from  1963  budget  of  Department  of 

Faith  and  Order 6,000 

3.  Registration  fees:  300  $20 6,000 

4.  Contribution  suggested  by  Canadian  Council  of  Churches  10,000 


28,000 

5.  Balance  to  be  covered 27,500 


$55,500 
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Appendix  C 


CONSULTATION  BETWEEN  ORTHODOX  AND  NON-ORTHODOX 

THEOLOGIANS 


I.  The  Need 

The  Third  Assembly  in  New  Delhi  has  created  a new  situation  in  the  World 
Council  of  Churches.  The  number  of  Orthodo  xChurches  has  increased,  and 
for  this  reason  alone  the  dialogue  between  Orthodox  and  non-Orthodox  Churches 
within  the  WCC  will  naturally  increase  in  importance.  The  fellowship  between 
the  Churches  compels  them  to  take  the  theological  questions  more  seriously 
than  before.  At  New  Delhi  the  request  was  expressly  made  that  a special  FO 
Theological  Commission  should  be  formed  to  deal  with  the  differences  going  so  deep 
that  they  cannot  be  dealt  with  in  general  theological  discussions  of  Faith  and 
Order.  It  is  a question  whether  this  suggestion  gives  the  right  course,  but  at  any 
rate  it  shows  how  important  it  is  to  take  up  the  dialogue. 

In  the  course  of  the  preparations  for  the  Fourth  World  Conference  it  has 
become  clear  how  difficult  it  is  to  formulate  themes  in  a way  which  corresponds 
to  the  theological  approach  of  the  Orthodox  Church.  Even  the  theological  reports, 
which  are  being  written  in  preparation  for  the  Conference,  do  not  seem  to  be 
congenial  with  this  approach.  After  the  Conference  a new  period  of  joint  study 
will  begin.  It  is  important  to  find  the  right  themes  for  such  study.  A consultation 
before  the  Conference  at  Montreal  will  be  extremely  valuable  for  this  purpose. 

At  Amsterdam  the  statement  was  formulated  that  the  deepest  difference  between 
the  Churches  was  that  between  “Catholics”  and  “Protestants”.  The  question 
arises  whether  this  statement  is  still  valid.  Perhaps  it  would  be  truer  to  describe 
the  difference  between  the  eastern  and  western  traditions  as  the  “deepest  diffe- 
rence.” It  might  therefore  be  of  importance  for  the  ecumenical  theological 
work  as  a whole,  if  an  attempt  were  made  at  a consultation  to  analyse  this  “deepest 
difference”  and  to  see  the  points  to  which  study  could  be  directed  more  fruitfully. 

II.  Organization 

The  purpose  of  the  Consultation  is  to  decide  which  questions  are  important 
for  the  conversation  between  Orthodox  and  non-Orthodox.  At  the  same  time 
it  should  decide  what  methods  of  study  are  to  be  employed.  The  Consultation 
should  draw  up  a Report  which  will  be  presented  to  the  Montreal  Conference 
for  discussion.  This  report  should  contain  concrete  proposals  for  the  joint 
work  to  be  undertaken  after  Montreal. 

The  Consultation  should  not  confine  itself  to  a general  discussion  about  the 
future,  but  should  be  based  on  one  or  two  definite  themes.  It  is  much  easier 
to  define  the  differences  when  examining  one  definite  question.  The  advantage 
of  this  procedure  would  lie  in  the  fact  that  the  consultation  would  have  intrinsic 
value  and  not  be  confined  merely  to  planning  for  the  future. 

The  number  of  theologians  invited  should  not  be  too  large,  perhaps  15  on  each 
side.  If  too  many  are  invited,  the  temptation  to  keep  to  the  official,  fixed  tracks 
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becomes  too  great.  The  best  date  for  the  Consultation  would  be  July  8-11,  1963. 
As  most  of  the  participants  will  be  attending  the  Conference,  the  costs  should 
not  prove  very  high. 

Consultative  work  after  Montreal 

What  direction  could  the  work  take  after  the  Montreal  Conference  ? In  this 
connection  a suggestion  made  at  New  Delhi  should  be  adopted.  It  is  true,  it 
only  touches  on  the  thelogical  discussion  between  Orthodox  and  non-Orthodox 
Churches,  but  it  has  a special  significance  for  that  very  discussion.  The  Third 
Assembly  urged  Faith  and  Order  to  examine  the  history,  institution  and  function 
of  the  Councils  in  the  history  of  the  Early  Church.  This  enquiry  is  important 
from  four  different  aspects  : 

— When  the  Orthodox  Churches  speak  of  the  undivided  Church  and  its 
historical  continuity,  they  are  bound  to  speak  about  the  Councils  also. 
To  what  extent  is  the  inherent  unity  of  the  Church  expressed  in  the  Councils  ? 
The  question  “What  is  a schism  ?”  can  be  answered  only  by  a study  of  the 
Councils.  The  Protestant  Churches  have  to  face  the  question,  to  what 
extent  they  can  accept  the  Ecumenical  Councils. 

— In  the  discussion  between  the  Orthodox  Churches  and  the  Ancient  Eastern 
Churches,  the  question  of  the  authority  of  the  Councils  plays  a decisive 
role. 

— A study  of  the  Ecumenical  Councils  is  the  natural  continuation  of  the 
work  done  in  the  Theological  Commission  on  Tradition  and  Traditions. 
The  study  would  also  have  a bearing  on  the  question  of  the  extent  to 
which  one  can  speak  of  progress  in  doctrine. 

— If  the  discussion  on  the  World  Council’s  understanding  of  itself  is  to  be 
tackled,  it  is  indispensable  to  examine  the  significance  of  the  Councils. 
The  same  applies  to  the  discussion  on  the  significance  of  National  Christian 
Councils. 

The  creation  of  a new  Theological  Commission  might  be  considered. 
It  may,  however,  be  more  advisable  to  take  a different  course.  One  could  invite 
15  theologians  (who  are  well  versed  in  this  field)  to  attend  a three-weeks’  seminar 
at  Bossey.  If  this  seminar  is  adequately  prepared  beforehand,  it  would  be  possible 
to  work  out  a report  during  this  time.  This  seminar  could  be  held  in  the  autumn 
of  1964.  The  proposed  method  would  also  have  the  advantage  that  a certain 
role  could  be  played  by  the  Report  of  this  seminar  in  the  discussion  by  the  Central 
Committee  of  the  World  Council’s  understanding  of  itself. 
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Appendix  D 


WORLD  COMMUNION  SUNDAY 

I.  Origin  and  Purpose  of  World  Communion  Sunday 

The  idea  of  a World  Communion  Sunday  has  its  origin  in  the  Presbyterian 
Church  USA  (today  the  United  Presbyterian  Church  in  the  USA).  In  1936  for 
the  first  time,  the  first  Sunday  in  October  was  celebrated  in  the  Presbyterian 
churches,  and  in  the  churches  which  have  fellowship  with  the  Presbyterian  Church, 
as  a joint  Communion  Sunday.  The  purpose  of  this  celebration  of  Communion 
was  primarily  to  strengthen  the  congregations  in  obedience  and  devotion  to 
Christ.  But  at  the  same  time  it  was  to  express  the  world- wide  fellowship  of 
the  Church.  The  response  to  this  idea  was  good,  and  the  new  Joint  Communion 
Sunday  was  soon  adopted. 

After  only  a few  years  the  idea  spread  beyond  the  Presbyterian  Church.  In 
1940  the  Federal  Council  of  Churches  in  the  USA  (since  1950  the  National 
Council  of  Churches)  published  the  suggestion  that  this  Sunday  should  be  observed 
in  all  the  churches.  Since  then  the  Federal  Council  has  prepared  this  Sunday 
year  by  year.  Today  it  is  celebrated  in  a great  many  Protestant  Churches  all 
over  the  world,  primarily  of  course  in  Churches  which  have  some  relationship 
with  the  USA.  Consequently  the  material  published  by  the  National  Council 
of  Churches  is  pronouncedly  American  in  character.  It  could  not  be  used  in 
other  countries  in  its  present  form. 

The  original  purpose  has  hardly  changed,  however,  through  its  extension. 
The  primary  purpose  of  World  Communion  Sunday  is  still  to  renew  the  churches’ 
devotion  to  their  Lord,  and  to  recall  the  world-wide  fellowship  of  all  Christians. 
On  this  Sunday  Christians  of  all  confessions  (each  in  his  own  congregation, 
but  all  at  the  same  time,  and  in  fellowship  with  Christians  of  other  confessions) 
are  to  renew  their  obedience.  The  problem  of  intercommunion  is  'deliberately 
not  raised.  Joint  services  for  members  of  different  confessions  are  not  considered. 

II.  The  significance  of  World  Communion  Sunday  in  the  present  ecumenical 

situation 

Would  it  not  be  right  to  make  this  Sunday  more  widely  known,  and  to  introduce 
it  in  wider  circles  ? Could  it  not  become  one  more  link  between  the  Christian 
Churches  ? Would  it  not  be  worth-while  if  Faith  and  Order  were  to  assume  a 
certain  limited  responsibility  for  introducing  and  extending  World  Communion 
Sunday  ? 

There  are  several  reasons  in  favour  of  this  : 

1.  We  have  the  Week  of  Prayer  for  Christian  Unity  in  January.  We  pray 
together  for  unity.  But  during  the  Week  of  Prayer  the  Communion  plays 
only  a minor  role.  It  is  time  now  to  bring  the  Communion  into  touch 
with  prayer  for  unity.  For  Communion  may  be  regarded  as  an  act  of 
prayer  ; it  is  the  prayer  that  the  Living  Christ  may  come  and  take  possession 
of  us.  Everything  that  applies  to  prayer  may  therefore  be  applied  (in  a 
certain  sense)  also  to  Communion.  This  inner  relationship  between  them 
could  be  brought  out  by  World  Communion  Sunday. 
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2.  Although  the  Christian  Churches  have  come  closer  to  one  another  in  the 
ecumenical  movement,  they  are  still  unable  to  celebrate  the  Eucharist 
together.  During  the  last  few  years  the  question  of  Intercommunion 
between  the  divided  Christian  churches  has  been  discussed  very  seriously 
as  an  urgent  problem.  Progress  has  certainly  been  made.  But  it  seems 
as  if  the  opportunities  for  discussion  were  now  more  or  less  exhausted, 
and  that  the  discussion  therefore  threatens  to  go  round  in  circles.  The 
positions  are  fixed,  and  the  conversation  consists  of  questions  between  one 
side  and  another,  often  impatient  and  obstinate.  Of  course,  efforts  must  be 
made  to  make  progress.  But  where  are  we  to  find  the  wisdom  which  will 
show  us  the  way  to  it  ? It  will  not  come  primarily  by  trying  to  solve  the 
question  on  the  “horizontal  line.”  It  is  only  by  coming  closer  to  Christ 
that  the  way  can  become  clear. 

Although  we  differ  in  many  ways  in  our  understanding  of  the  Eucharist, 
and  are  therefore  obliged  to  remain  separate  for  the  time  being  at  the 
Lord’s  Table,  we  agree  that  in  the  Communion  we  all  come  before  God, 
that  we  thank  him  for  the  sacrifice  of  Christ,  and  dedicate  our  lives  afresh 
to  his  service.  The  celebrations  of  the  Eucharist  in  the  different  churches 
are,  in  a certain  sense,  parallel  ways  of  turning  to  Christ,  and  it  is  important 
to  stress  this  parallelism  deliberately.  For  the  only  hope  of  making  prog- 
ress on  the  question  of  Intercommunion  is  to  keep  before  us  the  sacrifice 
of  Christ,  and  to  place  ourselves  at  his  service.  It  is  only  through  him 
that  we  can  be  brought  together. 

In  the  present  discussions  on  Intercommunion  this  “vertical”  relationship 
is  in  danger  of  falling  into  the  background.  It  is  just  when  the  obstacles 
to  Intercommunion  seem  insuperable  that  we  are  in  danger  of  concentrating 
our  attention  entirely  upon  them,  instead  of  upon  the  Lord  of  the  Eucha- 
rist himself.  A Sunday  on  which  parallel  Communion  services  were  held 
might  help  to  remind  us  of  this. 

3.  In  our  divided  celebrations  of  the  Communion  we  easily  lose  sight  of 
the  oneness  of  the  Christian  Church.  A congregation  celebrating  the 
Communion  does  not  always  pray  the  Eucharistic  Prayer  of  the  Didache. 
Still  less  does  it  realize  the  divisions  which  separate  the  churches.  It  does 
not  always  realize  that  the  one  Body  of  Christ  is  no  longer  finding  expres- 
sion, and  that  it  itself  shares  the  responsibility  for  this  state  of  affairs. 
Is  it  not  important,  therefore,  that  on  one  Sunday  in  the  year  these  facts 
should  be  remembered,  within  the  setting  of  the  Communion  service  ? 
Is  it  not  important  that  at  that  service  we  should  bring  before  Christ 
the  Divisions  which  we  are  unable  to  overcome  ? If  the  congregations 
are  reminded  of  this  once  a year  at  a special  service,  in  course  of  time 
they  will  understand  it  as  a matter  of  course. 

Where  Intercommunion  is  not  possible,  disappointment  is  apt  to  creep  in. 
Above  all,  it  is  not  clear  what  the  positive  relationship  is  between  the 
Churches  which  celebrate  the  Communion  separately.  If  the  Communion 
Service  includes  intercession  for  one  another,  a positive  relation  is  estab- 
lished between  the  different  churches. 

4.  At  the  Second  Conference  on  Faith  and  Order  held  at  Edinburgh  in  1937 
attention  was  expressly  drawn  to  the  need  for  the  different  churches  in 
their  Communion  Services  to  use  prayers  which  help  the  congregations 
to  identify  themselves  with  the  oneness  of  Christendom.  If  this  recom- 
mendation is  taken  seriously,  it  means  that  the  existing  Orders  of  Service 
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must  be  changed,  or  where  this  is  not  possible  stress  must  be  laid  on 
certain  elements  in  the  liturgy.  A World  Communion  Sunday  might 
provide  a suitable  occasion  for  examining  this  question. 


III.  What  can  be  done  to  extend  World  Communion  Sunday  ? 

If  the  desirability  of  extending  World  Communion  Sunday  is  accepted,  the 
question  then  arises,  whether  it  is  possible  to  extend  it,  and  whether  Faith  and 
Order  could  help  to  do  so.  Lastly  there  is  the  question  whether  Faith  and  Order 
would  have  the  funds  and  personnel  to  do  this. 

The  aims  and  purposes  of  World  Communion  Sunday  would  clearly  have 
to  be  extended.  Hitherto  the  stress  has  lain  exclusively  on  the  personal  devotion 
of  the  individual  Christian.  It  would  have  to  be  made  clearer  that  in  Communion 
the  concern  is  for  the  renewal  of  the  whole  congregation.  The  day  should  also 
be  related  more  clearly  to  the  prayer  for  the  unity  of  God’s  people.  In  the  present 
aims  the  idea  of  universality  seems  to  predominate,  rather  than  the  prayer  for 
unity.  Lastly  it  would  have  to  be  made  clear  that  World  Communion  Sunday 
is  not  intended  to  confine  itself  to  the  Protestant  Churches,  but  also  to  include 
Churches  of  Catholic  persuasion. 

With  the  limited  staff  available,  it  is  obvious  that  Faith  and  Order  cannot 
shoulder  the  whole  weight  of  the  initiative  for  extending  World  Communion 
Sunday.  The  following  steps  might  be  considered : 

a ) The  Working  Committee  of  Faith  and  Order  might  decide  that  it  was  desir- 
able for  World  Communion  Sunday  to  be  more  widely  observed.  This 
decision  could  be  passed  on  to  the  member  Churches  together  with  some 
suggestions.  It  would  certainly  be  right  also  to  inform  the  various  Com- 
mittees for  Union. 

b)  A study  of  World  Communion  Sunday  could  be  written  and  published. 
Perhaps  a short  leaflet  could  also  be  published  (without  reference  to  any 
particular  year). 
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Part  1 


REPORT  TO  THE  FAITH  AND  ORDER  WORKING  COMMITTEE 
ON  THE  CHURCH  UNION  CONVENTION,  LIMURU,  KENYA 

July  1962 

by  Principal  Russell  Chandran 

The  Church  Union  Convention  of  the  Churches  in  Kenya  and  Tanganyika 
held  at  the  Conference  Centre  at  Limuru,  Kenya,  from  19-24  July,  1962,  gave 
me  an  opportunity  of  visiting  East  Africa  for  the  first  time  and  it  has  been  a very 
rewarding  experience  for  me.  I am  grateful  to  the  Faith  and  Order  Department 
for  sending  me  to  this  Conference  as  their  representative. 

This  was  the  first  time  that  so  many  churches  in  Kenya  and  Tanganyika  came 
together  to  consider  church  union.  It  is,  however,  important  to  remember  that 
even  prior  to  this  meeting  many  attempts  had  been  made  to  effect  union  among 
the  Churches  in  East  Africa.  In  a booklet  under  the  title  “A  history  of  Church 
Co-operation  in  Kenya,”  Archdeacon  E.  K.  Cole  gives  a brief  summary  of  the 
history  of  the  church  union  movement  in  Kenya.  A more  comprehensive  survey 
of  the  movement  by  Canon  Martin  Capon  is  about  to  be  published.  Missionaries 
from  the  various  Missionary  Societies  working  in  the  Nyanza  District  of  Kenya 
had  met  as  early  as  1908  to  consider  problems  of  comity  as  well  as  common  issues 
facing  the  missionary  enterprise  such  as  translation  difficulties.  Such  conferences 
were  repeated.  In  1909  they  recorded  the  conviction  that  the  goal  of  the  missionary 
work  was  “the  development,  organization  and  establishment  of  a united,  self- 
governing,  self-supporting  and  self-extending  Native  Church.”  The  Missionary 
Conference  held  in  1913  at  Kikuyu  had  proposed  a plan  of  union  with  the  Lambeth 
Quadrilateral  as  the  basis.  But  because  of  serious  difference  of  opinion  on  the 
Ministry  no  progress  could  be  made  towards  union.  At  a subsequent  conference 
held  at  Nairobi  in  1932  they  prepared  a plan  of  union  based  on  the  South  India 
Plan.  They  were  able  to  do  this  because  of  the  favourable  opinion  expressed 
by  the  Lambeth  Conference  of  1930  on  the  South  India  Plan.  Between  1932 
and  1936  a Continuation  Committee  on  Church  Union  representing  the  Anglicans 
and  the  Church  of  Scotland  Mission  was  functioning.  They  ceased  to  function 
after  1936  because  they  decided  to  wait  and  see  how  the  South  India  Plan  fared. 
After  the  inauguration  of  the  CSI  in  1947  they  were  rather  discouraged  by  the 
Anglican  criticism  of  the  plan  and  they  were  advised  by  representatives  of  the 
Anglican  Church  to  watch  the  developments  of  the  plans  in  North  India  and 
Ceylon.  It  is  interesting  to  note  that  the  series  of  conferences  and  consultations 
leading  to  this  point  of  waiting  for  developments  elsewhere  were  all  sponsored 
and  led  by  representatives  of  Missionary  Societies. 

In  recent  years,  however,  there  has  been  a more  widespread  concern  for  the 
union  of  the  churches  in  East  Africa.  The  leadership  is  no  longer  exclusively 
in  the  hands  of  missionaries  from  abroad.  The  majority  of  the  participants  at 
the  Limuru  Convention  were  nationals  from  the  churches  in  Kenya  and  Tanga- 
nyika. Several  meetings  had  been  held  during  the  past  year  preparing  for  the 
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Limuru  Convention.  A conference  of  the  churches  in  Tanganyika  had  been  held 
in  August  1961.  At  this  conference  they  had  explained  the  reasons  for  seeking 
unity  as  follows  : 

1 . It  is  the  will  of  Christ  that  his  people  be  one  ; 

2.  The  spiritual  gifts  of  the  several  groups  should  become  the  heritage  of  all ; 

3.  A united  church  will  give  a more  adequate  witness  to  Christ  before  the 
world  ; 

4.  The  common  task  of  evangelism  will  be  more  vigorously  furthered  and 
the  churches  will  be  freed  from  the  burden  of  competition ; 

5.  It  is  necessary  in  order  to  give  better  pastoral  care  to  migrant  Christians  ; 

6.  The  Church  will  be  able  to  speak  with  one  voice  in  matters  that  pertain 
to  the  relationship  of  the  Church  to  Society. 

As  a basis  of  union  they  suggested  : 

(i)  The  Bible  to  be  the  rule  of  faith  and  practice ; 

(ii)  The  Apostles’  and  Nicene  Creeds  ; 

(iii)  The  two  Sacraments  of  Baptism  and  Holy  Communion  ; 

(iv)  A ministry  acceptable  to  the  whole  Church. 

They  appointed  two  Theological  Committees,  one  to  study  Baptism  and 
Holy  Communion  and  the  other  to  study  the  doctrine  of  the  Ministry,  and  a 
Continuation  Committee  to  draw  up  the  plan  of  union  to  be  submitted  to  the 
churches. 

The  Theological  Committees  had  met  at  Tabora  and  Dar-Es-Salaam  in 
February  1962,  and  the  Continuation  Committee  had  met  at  Dodoma  in  May  1962. 
It  was  at  this  latter  meeting  that  they  approved  the  proposal  for  an  all  East  Africa 
Convention  for  Church  Union.  They  also  proposed  a meeting  of  a theological 
panel  in  January  1963. 

At  the  Convention  at  Limuru  the  following  churches  had  sent  delegates  : 
The  Anglican  Church  of  the  Province  of  East  Africa,  The  Presbyterian  Church 
of  East  Africa,  The  Methodist  Church  in  Kenya,  The  Moravian  Provinces  in 
Tanganyika,  and  the  Federation  of  Lutheran  Churches  of  Tanganyika  which 
represents  several  different  types  of  Lutheran  Church.  There  were  also  several 
other  churches  such  as  the  Mennonites,  the  Baptists,  the  Independent  Presbyterians 
and  the  World  Gospel  Mission,  who  attended  as  observers,  The  Anglican  Church 
of  the  Province  of  Uganda  had  also  sent  observers.  The  meetings  were  chaired 
by  the  Archbishop  of  East  Africa,  the  Most  Rev.  L.  J.  Beecher  and  the  Rev. 
Dr.  R.  G.  M.  Calderwood,  the  General  Secretary  of  the  Christian  Council  in 
Kenya. 

Prepared  papers  were  read  on  the  subjects  : Incarnation  and  the  Doctrine 
of  the  Church  ; The  Church,  the  Churches  and  History  ; Holy  Scripture  and 
Credal  Statements  ; Ministry  and  Renewal;  and  Sacraments  and  Worship.  Three 
of  these  papers  were  by  African  nationals.  I gave  three  talks  on  the  Church  of 
South  India,  the  CSI-Lutheran  Conversations  and  the  Ecumenical  Movement 
and  Church  Union. 

There  was  good  participation  in  the  discussion  following  the  papers.  They  have 
some  able  men  among  the  African  nationals,  but  not  many  have  had  sufficiently 
advanced  theological  training  and  so  I felt  that  the  theological  leadership  in 
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the  discussions  was  mainly  in  the  hands  of  missionaries  from  overseas.  Language 
posed  another  practical  problem.  Everything  had  to  be  translated  from  English 
to  Swahili  or  from  Swahili  into  English  and  this  put  limitations  on  the  time 
available  for  discussion.  It  had  already  been  decided  at  Dodoma  that  Swahili, 
which  is  more  or  less  recognised  as  the  national  language  for  East  Africa,  should 
be  the  normal  language  used  at  the  Convention.  Not  all  could  easily  follow 
English  and  there  were  a few  who  could  not  follow  Swahili.  I was  quite  impressed 
with  the  fluency  with  which  some  of  the  overseas  missionaries  were  speaking 
in  Swahili.  Most  of  the  translation  was  actually  done  by  them. 

The  questions  raised  in  the  discussion  were  mostly  of  a general  character. 
How  far  can  the  Church  be  regarded  as  an  extension  of  the  Incarnation  ? What 
is  the  relationship  between  the  Church  and  the  Kingdom  of  God  ? What  is 
the  relation  between  the  authority  of  the  Bible  and  the  authority  of  Creeds  and 
Confessions  ? What  is  the  relation  between  the  Bible,  the  individual  conscience, 
and  the  Church  for  the  authority  of  interpretation  of  the  faith  ? How  is  the 
continuity  of  the  Church  to  be  understood,  through  the  ministry,  or  through 
doctrine  or  through  both  ? What  is  the  distinction  between  historic  episcopate 
and  apostolic  succession  ? It  was  recognised  that  most  of  the  differences  of 
opinion  expressed  in  the  Conference  indicated  differences  among  individual 
members  and  not  differences  between  the  churches.  The  areas  where  the  churches 
will  need  clearer  understanding  were  the  Ministry,  the  Sacraments  and  the  Confes- 
sional documents.  The  main  difficulty  in  reaching  agreement  will  lie  on  the 
question  of  the  ministry.  The  view  was  expressed  at  the  Conference  by  a member 
of  the  UMCA  that  without  the  historic  episcopate  there  cannot  be  a valid  ministry 
of  the  Word  and  the  Sacraments.  The  existence  in  East  Africa  of  different  types 
of  episcopate,  namely  of  the  Anglican  type,  the  Swedish  Lutheran  type,  the 
Moravian  type  and  other  Lutheran  types  indicated  special  problems  for  the 
integration  of  ministries  in  a United  Church. 

In  spite  of  some  of  the  theological  differences  the  Conference  was  marked 
by  a note  of  urgency  and  impatience  for  union.  Many  of  the  remarks  revealed 
a desire  on  the  part  of  several  members  to  achieve  union  immediately.  For  example, 
I was  asked  to  explain  why  it  took  the  CSI  and  the  Lutheran  Churches  eleven 
years  to  produce  the  Agreed  Statements.  This  was  followed  by  the  question  : 
Should  not  the  churches  in  Africa  take  advantage  of  the  theological  work  already 
done  in  South  India,  and  if  so  could  not  church  union  be  achieved  more  quickly 
in  Africa  than  in  India  ? Various  factors  may  contribute  to  this  sense  of  urgency 
and  impatience. 

Many  of  the  African  clergy  shared  the  view  that  the  theological  and  eccle- 
siastical differences  had  been  introduced  into  Africa  from  the  West  and  the 
Church  in  Africa  need  not  be  concerned  about  these  differences.  The  growth 
of  African  nationalism  strengthens  the  desire  for  an  independent  African  Church. 
Even  more  significant  is  the  sense  of  unity  that  has  been  brought  about  by  the 
widespread  influence  of  the  African  Revival  Fellowship.  I did  not  have  an  occasion 
to  make  an  objective  study  of  this  movement.  But  in  the  judgment  of  many 
responsible  leaders  of  the  Church  this  is  a genuine  fruit  of  the  work  of  the  Holy 
Spirit  in  the  East  African  churches.  It  has  had  a great  impact  on  the  life  of 
both  the  clergy  and  the  laity.  Some  of  the  marks  of  this  movement  have  been 
the  growth  of  fellowship  meetings,  confession  of  sins  to  one  another,  concern 
for  helping  one  another,  breaking  down  of  all  racial  barriers  and  increase  in 
the  participation  of  the  laity  in  the  prayer  and  preaching  of  the  Church. 
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While  making  a positive  appraisal  of  this  movement  some  were,  alas,  con- 
cerned about  certain  problems  raised  by  it.  Under  the  impact  of  the  movement 
some,  both  clergy  and  laity,  including  bishops,  were  practising  free  Intercom- 
munion without  regard  to  the  theological  issues  involved.  Under  the  influence 
of  this  movement  and  also  out  of  a genuine  concern  for  certain  situations  people 
were  raising  the  question  of  the  ordination  of  women.  When  this  question  was 
mentioned  at  the  Conference  one  member  in  his  enthusiasm  for  church  union 
urged  that  churches  should  unite  before  any  church  started  ordaining  women, 
lest  it  should  introduce  fresh  problems  for  church  union. 

It  was  the  unanimous  opinion  of  all  the  participants  at  the  Conference  that 
the  discussions  were  most  worth-while  and  that  they  had  come  together  under 
the  guidance  of  the  Holy  Spirit.  In  a statement  recording  the  findings  of  the 
Conference  they  expressed  gratitude  for  the  discovery  of  large  areas  of  theological 
agreement  existing  among  the  churches  such  as  the  acceptance  of  the  authority 
of  Scripture  as  the  basis  of  all  life  and  teaching  of  the  Church ; the  Sacraments 
of  Baptism  and  the  Lord’s  Supper  and  the  Apostles’  and  Nicene  Creeds.  They 
have  asked  the  churches  to  make  available  to  one  another  clear  statements  on 
areas  of  apparent  differences.  They  have  also  affirmed  in  the  statement  that 
God  has  called  his  people  to  seek  for  visible  unity  and  that  it  is  their  common 
purpose  “to  continue  their  quest  for  one  Christian  Church  in  East  Africa,  so 
that  the  glory  of  Christ  in  his  Body  may  be  clearly  seen,  and  that  the  world  may 
believe.” 

The  Conference  endorsed  the  proposal  of  the  Dodoma  Consultation  for 
the  appointment  of  a Working  Committee  for  continuing  the  plans  towards 
church  union.  This  Committee  will  consist  of  two  representatives  from  the 
Anglican  Church  of  the  Province  of  East  Africa,  two  representatives  from  the 
Lutheran  Churches  of  Tanganyika  and  one  representative  from  each  of  the 
other  consulting  bodies.  They  also  recognized  the  possibility  of  the  Anglican 
Church  of  the  Province  of  Uganda  joining  in  the  consultations.  As  the  first 
chairman  of  the  Working  Committee  they  approved  the  name  of  the  Rt.  Rev. 
S.  R.  Moshi,  the  bishop  of  the  Lutheran  Church  of  Northern  Tanganyika. 
The  Working  Committee  has  been  asked  to  proceed  with  the  plans  for  the  “Theol- 
ogical Confrontation”  at  Makumira  (Tanganyika)  during  the  first  half  of  January, 
1963.  They  are  looking  forward  to  welcoming  another  Faith  and  Order  consultant 
at  this  meeting. 

Let  us  pray  for  God’s  blessing  and  guidance  as  the  churches  in  East  Africa 
continue  their  work  for  the  manifestation  of  the  unity  of  Christ’s  Church. 
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Part  2 


REPORT  TO  THE  WORKING  COMMITTEE  ON 
FAITH  AND  ORDER  STUDIES  IN  ASIA 

by  Professor  J.  Robert  Nelson 


Towards  the  end  of  1961  I was  commissioned  by  Dr.  Paul  S.  Mi  near  to  convene 
several  meetings  in  Asia  during  the  time  of  my  return  from  India  to  America 
in  May  and  June  1962.  The  places  chosen  were  Colombo,  Singapore,  Hong  Kong, 
Kyoto  and  Tokyo.  In  addition  there  was  hope  for  informal  consultation  in 
Taipei,  but  this  had  to  be  cancelled  because  of  an  illness  which  interrupted  my 
schedule.  Likewise  I was  unable  to  visit  Kyoto  for  the  same  reason.  Even  so, 
the  meetings  which  were  held  demonstrated  the  interest  and  willingness  of  a good 
number  of  Christians  to  pursue  studies  during  the  coming  year  or  more.  These 
will  be  of  value  for  several  reasons  : 

(a)  They  will  contribute  to  the  preparations  for  the  Fourth  World  Confe- 
rence on  Faith  and  Order,  July  1963. 

(b)  They  will  cause  Christians  in  various  lands  to  examine  more  closely 
the  particular  problems  of  Christian  unity  among  their  churches.  Their 
findings  will  be  of  value  both  to  themselves  and  to  interested  Christians 
throughout  the  world. 

(c)  They  will  have  some  influence  upon  church  union  negotiations  now 
in  progress  in  certain  lands. 


I.  Colombo,  Ceylon,  30  March  1962 

About  thirty  persons  met  at  the  Study  Centre  at  Wellawatte  under  the  chairman- 
ship of  the  Ven.  C.  H.  W.  de  Soysa.  Only  a few  of  those  present  were  not  nationals 
of  Ceylon.  Several  were  men  of  long  experience  in  Faith  and  Order  work,  such 
as  the  Rt.  Rev.  Lakdasa  de  Mel  and  the  Rev.  Basil  Jackson.  Present  for  virtually 
the  first  time  at  such  a meeting,  I was  told,  were  leaders  of  the  Anglican  group 
which  is  dedicated  to  defeat  the  church  union  in  Ceylon. 

I gave  an  address  on  “Denominational  Loyalties  as  Obstacles  to  Union.” 
This  prompted  good  discussion  and  brought  forth  a variety  of  opinions  and 
attitudes.  The  precarious  state  of  the  church  union  scheme  gave  this  discussion 
the  character  of  reality  rather  than  theory. 

Following  this,  I proposed  that  a new  group  be  constituted  to  study  one  issue 
in  relation  both  to  the  church  union  scheme  and  the  coming  World  Conference. 
In  view  of  the  participation  of  Ceylonese  Baptists  in  the  scheme,  and  the  currency 
of  interest  in  the  subject,  Baptism  was  chosen  for  the  study.  Responsibility  for 
initiating  the  venture  was  given  to  the  two  members  of  the  Faith  and  Order 
Commission  in  Ceylon,  namely  Archdeacon  de  Soysa  and  the  Rev.  W.  G.  Wick- 
ramasinghe. 
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There  was  subsequently  a striking  coincidence.  I had  suggested,  and  the 
group  had  assented,  that  two  or  three  Roman  Catholics  might  be  invited  to 
share  in  the  study.  That  very  hour  there  was  a telephone  call  from  a Roman 
Catholic  missionary  to  Basil  Jackson.  He  said  that  he  and  a few  other  priests  had 
discussed  the  possibility  of  doing  some  study  with  Protestants  — and  he  wondered 
if  they  would  care  to  study  Baptism  ! 


H.  Singapore,  Malaya,  9 April  1962 

Meetings  were  held  in  both  morning  and  evening  with  about  thirty-five  persons 
in  attendance.  This  time  the  participants  were  mainly  Anglo-Saxons  with  just 
a few  Chinese  and  Tamil-speaking  Indians.  I was  told  that  this  was  unfortunately 
the  kind  of  representation  in  most  ecumenical  meetings  held  there.  Quite  evidently 
a major  problem  for  Christian  unity  is  the  two-fold  barrier  of  race  and  language. 

The  Rev.  J.  R.  Fleming  convened  the  meetings.  I repeated  the  address 
given  in  Colombo.  The  Rt.  Rev.  C.  K.  Sansbury  spoke  on  the  ministry  of  the 
Church.  There  was  discussion  on  these  two  subjects,  as  well  as  a rather  desultory 
but  illuminating  discussion  of  social  and  psychological  factors  affecting  the 
relations  between  denominations,  churches  and  members  of  the  churches.  The 
relationship  of  Western  missionaries  to  nationals  was  discussed  with  particular 
candour  and  intensity.  References  were  also  made  to  the  work  of  the  church 
union  commission  in  Malaya,  which  has  been  operating  for  about  two  years. 

These  meetings  were,  frankly,  quite  inconclusive  so  far  as  the  particular 
interests  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  are  concerned.  However,  I was 
left  with  little  doubt  that  more  study  will  centre  on  the  difficult  questions  of  the 
seeming  incompatibility  of  Christians  of  differing  national  origin,  race,  language 
and  culture.  The  Christians  of  Malaya  could  help  themselves  and  those  of  other 
multi-racial  lands  by  such  a study. 


m.  Hong  Kong,  5 May  1962 

Mr.  Calvin  Ngai  of  the  Hong  Kong  Christian  Council  had  planned  carefully 
for  a five-hour  meeting  on  this  day,  with  myself  as  speaker.  However,  due  to 
illness  I was  unable  to  reach  the  colony  until  May  7th.  But  the  meeting  was  held 
with  good  attendance,  and  the  Rt.  Rev.  R.  O.  Hall  spoke  appreciatively  of  the 
New  Delhi  Assembly  of  the  WCC. 

This  meeting  was  in  succession  to  one  held  in  April  1961,  when  Dr.  Keith 
Bridston  was  present.  It  provided  further  occasion  for  the  church  leaders  of 
various  denominations  to  recognize  the  plain  fact  of  their  disunity  and  lack  of 
co-operation  in  the  colony,  despite  the  real  vigour  of  the  churches  in  evangelism 
and  service.  It  was  felt  that  the  time  is  premature  for  the  undertaking  of  Faith 
and  Order  studies  in  the  strict  theological  sense,  although  several  individuals 
have  such  interest.  Rather  it  is  planned  to  focus  attention  on  Bible  study,  working 
towards  a Bible  Conference  soon,  and  following  this  with  co-ordinated  interdenomi- 
national Bible  study. 

In  my  judgment,  Hong  Kong  is  a place  where  some  fruitful  work  in  Faith 
and  Order  can  soon  be  done.  Prospects  for  this  are  heightened  by  the  planned 
formation  of  a theological  seminary  which  would  unite  a large  diversity  of  deno- 
minations in  connection  with  Chung  Chi  University. 
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IV.  Tokyo,  Japan,  25  May  1962 

A group  of  about  twelve  persons  of  the  National  Christian  Council’s  Faith 
and  Order  Committee  met  to  plan  their  study.  I described  recent  trends  in  Faith 
and  Order  work,  plans  for  the  coming  World  Conference,  and  possibilities 
for  fruitful  study  by  the  Japanese  churches.  I stressed  in  particular  the  widening 
reputation  of  Japanese  theologians  and  the  need  for  their  being  heard  in  the 
ecumenical  movement.  It  was  admitted  by  Dr.  Kuwada,  chairman  of  the  Kyodan’s 
Faith  and  Order  Committee,  that  very  little  had  been  done  by  them.  Yet  he  and 
others  showed  their  genuine  desire  to  do  something.  The  only  decision  to  be  made, 
however,  was  that  the  three  Japanese  members  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission 
be  asked  to  assume  responsibility  for  initiating  a study.  These  are  Dr.  C.  Kishi, 
Professor  Goro  Mayeda  and  Professor  K.  Kitamori. 

On  July  4th  the  group  met  again.  Dr.  Kishi  was  chosen  chairman.  Plans  were 
made  to  undertake  study  of  one  or  more  of  the  following  : 

Relations  between  Oriental  and  Occidental  Churches  ; 

Co-operation  amongst  Evangelical  Churches ; 

Indigenization  of  Christian  Worship ; 

Recognition  of  One  Baptism. 

V.  Kyoto,  Japan 

I was  unable  to  visit  the  lively  group  here,  but  was  informed  in  Tokyo  of  the 
impressive  work  already  undertaken  on  the  various  aspects  of  the  Christian 
ministry  in  Japan.  The  men  in  the  Tokyo  meeting  seemed  a bit  envious  of  the 
progress  made  in  the  Kyoto  area,  but  agreed  that  Japan  is  too  large  to  be  a unit 
for  Faith  and  Order  study,  which  should  proceed  in  both  places. 

(. Honolulu , Hawaii , 4 June  1962.  Although  this  was  apart  from  my  programme 
in  Asia,  I had  a rewarding  meeting  with  the  Faith  and  Order  Committee  of  the 
Council  of  Churches.  The  men  had  such  a happy  experience  preparing  for  the 
Oberlin  Conference  in  1956-57  that  they  wish  now  to  resume  study,  perhaps  on 
“Biblical  Authority  and  Church  Unity.”) 
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The  Very  Rev.  Pehr  Ed  wall  (Church  of  Sweden),  The  Deanery,  Kalmar,  Sweden. 
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Divinity  School,  Rochester  20,  N.Y.,  USA. 
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Mr.  William  Stringfellow  (Protestant  Episcopal  Church,  USA),  Ellis,  Stringfellow 
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♦The  Rev.  Professor  T.  M.  Taylor  (United  Presbyterian  Church,  USA),  Suite  1023, 
475  Riverside  Drive,  New  York  27,  N.Y.,  USA. 
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Dr.  Andar  Tobing  (Protestant  Christian  Batak  Church),  Universitas  Nommensen 
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Dr.  L.  Veto  (Lutheran  Church  of  Hungary),  Ulloi-utca  24,  Budapest,  Hungary. 

The  Rev.  W.  G.  Wickramasinghe  (Baptist  Union  of  Ceylon),  Carey  College,  28  Kynsey 
Road,  Colombo  8,  Ceylon. 

The  Rev.  Professor  Colin  W.  Williams  (Methodist  Church  of  Australasia),  4 The 
Close,  Queen’s  College,  Parksville  N.  2,  Victoria,  Australia. 

* Professor  G.  F.  Wingren  (Church  of  Sweden),  Vintergatan  2c,  Lund,  Sweden. 
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Professor  J.  W.  Winterhager  (Evangelical  Church  in  Germany  : United),  Niedstr.  27, 
Berlin-Friedenau,  Germany. 

The  Most  Rev.  F.  Woods,  Archbishop  of  Melbourne  (Church  of  England  in  Australia 
and  Tasmania),  St.  Paul’s  Cathedral  Building,  Hinders  Lane,  Melbourne,  Victoria, 
Australia. 
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Research  Consultants 
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(S.-et-L.),  France. 

Dr.  J.  A.  van  Wyk  (Dutch  Reformed  Church),  P.O.  Sovenga,  Transvaal,  Republic  of 
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MEMBERSHIP  OF  THEOLOGICAL  COMMISSIONS 


THEOLOGICAL  COMMISSION  ON  CHRIST  AND  THE  CHURCH 


American  Section 

Professor  W.  N.  Pittenger  (Protestant  Episcopal  Church),  General  Theological 
Seminary,  Chelsea  Square,  New  York  11,  N.Y.,  USA.  Chairman. 

Professor  G.  R.  Cragg  (United  Church  of  Canada),  Andover-Newton  Theological 
School,  Newton  Center  59,  Mass.,  USA.  Secretary. 

Professor  Claude  Welch  (Methodist  Church,  USA),  Dept,  of  Religious  Thought, 
University  of  Pennsylvania,  Philadelphia  4,  Penn.,  USA.  Associate  Secretary. 

Professor  T.  Ariga  (Church  of  Christ  in  Japan),  Faculty  of  Letters,  Kyoto  University, 
Kyoto,  Japan.  Corresponding  member. 

Professor  R.  L.  Calhoun  (United  Church  of  Christ),  409  Prospect  Street,  New  Haven  11, 
Conn.,  USA. 

Professor  N.  S.  F.  Ferre  (United  Church  of  Christ),  Andover-Newton  Theological 
School,  Newton  Center  59,  Mass.,  USA. 

Professor  F.  V.  Filson  (United  Presbyterian  Church,  USA),  McCormick  Theological 
Seminary,  800  West  Belden,  Chicago  14,  III.,  USA. 

Professor  Georges  Florovsky  (Greek  Orthodox  Archdiocese  of  North  and  South 
America,  Ecumenical  Patriarchate),  Harvard  Divinity  School,  Cambridge  38,  Mass., 
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Rev.  Professor  E.  R.  Hardy  (Protestant  Episcopal  Church),  Berkeley  Divinity  School, 
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European  Section 
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Professor  G.  W.  H.  Lampe  (Church  of  England),  The  Black  Hostelry,  Ely,  Cambs., 
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58 
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Finland. 
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THEOLOGICAL  COMMISSIONS  ON  WORSHIP 
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Professor  J.  A.  Settler  (Lutheran  Church  in  America),  4833  Kimbark  Avenue,  Chicago 
15,  111.,  USA.  Chairman. 

Professor  L.  J.  Trinterud  (United  Presbyterian  Church,  USA),  McCormick  The- 
ological Seminary,  800  West  Belden,  Chicago  14,  111.,  USA.  Vice-Chairman. 

Dr.  Preston  T.  Roberts,  Jr.  (General  Conference  of  the  Society  of  Friends),  5619  S. 
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Professor  William  M.  Kelly  (United  Church  of  Canada),  Emmanuel  College,  Toronto, 
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Rev.  Dr.  W.  M.  S.  West  (Baptist  Union  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland),  18  Gurney 
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Rev.  Ken  Muto  (Nippon  Kirisuto  Kyodan,  Japan),  Chu-O  Church,  Haruki-cho, 
Hongo,  Tokyo,  Japan. 

Rev.  Fr.  Korah  Philipos  (Orthodox  Syrian  Church  of  Malabar),  Orthodox  Seminary, 
Kottayam,  Kerala,  South  India. 
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AND  TRADITIONS 

American  section 

Professor  A.  C.  Outler  (Methodist  Church),  Perkins  School  of  Theology,  Southern 
Methodist  University,  Dallas  22,  Texas,  USA.  Chairman. 

Professor  Georges  Florovsky  (Greek  Orthodox  Archdiocese  of  North  and  South 
America,  Ecumenical  Patriarchate),  Harvard  Divinity  School,  Cambridge  38,  Mass., 
USA.  Vice-Chairman. 
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nary of  the  Southwest,  Austin,  Texas,  USA. 
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Divinity  School,  Chicago  37,  111.,  USA. 
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Steglitz,  Germany. 


STUDY  COMMISSION  ON  INSTITUTIONALISM 
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THE  CONSTITUTION  OF 
THE  COMMISSION  ON  FAITH  AND  ORDER 


(As  accepted  at  the  Third  World  Conference  on  Faith  and  Order,  Lund, 
1952,  and  subsequently  revised  by  the  Second  Assembly  of  the  World  Council 
of  Churches,  Evanston,  1954,  by  the  Central  Committee,  Davos,  1955,  by  the 
Commission  of  Faith  and  Order  and  the  Central  Committee,  St.  Andrews, 
1960,  and  by  the  Central  Committee,  Paris,  1962.) 


Title 

1.  The  Commission  shall  be  called  the  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order 
of  the  World  Council  of  Churches. 


Meanings 


2.  In  this  Constitution  : 

The  Commission  means  the  above-named  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order  of 
the  World  Council  of  Churches. 

The  Working  Committee  means  the  Working  Committee  of  the  Commission 
on  Faith  and  Order. 

The  Council  means  the  above-named  World  Council  of  Churches. 

The  Assembly  means  the  Assembly  of  the  World  Council. 

The  Centra]  Committee  means  the  Central  Committee  of  the  World  Council. 


Functions 

3.  The  functions  of  the  Commission  are  : 

(i)  To  proclaim  the  essential  oneness  of  the  Church  of  Christ  and  to  keep 
prominently  before  the  World  Council  and  the  Churches  the  obligation  to  manifest 
that  unity  and  its  urgency  for  world  mission  and  evangelism. 

(ii)  To  study  questions  of  faith,  order  and  worship  with  the  relevant  social, 
cultural,  political,  racial  and  other  factors  in  their  bearing  on  the  unity  of  the 
Church. 

(iii)  To  study  the  theological  implications  of  the  existence  of  the  ecumenical 
movement. 

(iv)  To  study  matters  in  the  present  relationships  of  the  Churches  to  one 
another  which  cause  difficulties  and  need  theological  clarification. 

(v)  To  provide  information  concerning  actual  steps  taken  by  the  Churches 
towards  reunion. 

4.  All  activities  of  the  Commission  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  four 
principles  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Movement,  viz.  : 

(i)  Its  main  work  is  to  draw  Churches  out  of  isolation  into  conferences,  in 
which  none  is  to  be  asked  to  be  disloyal  to  or  to  compromise  its  convictions, 
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but  to  seek  to  explain  them  to  others  while  seeking  to  understand  their  points 
of  view.  Irreconcilable  differences  are  to  be  recorded  as  honestly  as  agreements, 

(ii)  Its  conferences  are  to  be  conferences  of  delegates  officially  appointed  by  the 
Churches  to  represent  them,  (iii)  The  invitation  to  take  part  in  these  conferences 
is  addressed  to  Christian  Churches  throughout  the  world  which  accept  our  Lord 
Jesus  Christ  as  God  and  Saviour,  (iv)  Only  Churches  themselves  are  competent 
to  take  actual  steps  towards  reunion  by  entering  into  negotiations  with  one 
another.  The  work  of  the  Movement  is  not  to  formulate  schemes  and  tell  the 
Churches  what  they  ought  to  do,  but  to  act  as  the  handmaid  of  the  Churches 
in  the  preparatory  work  of  clearing  away  misunderstandings,  discussing  obstacles 
to  reunion,  and  issuing  reports  which  are  submitted  to  the  Churches  for  their 
consideration. 


Organization 

5.  (i)  World  Conferences  on  Faith  and  Order  are  to  be  held  when  main 
subjects  are  ready  for  submission  to  the  Churches,  and  when,  on  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order,  the  Central  Committee  so  decides. 

(ii)  The  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order  shall  consist  of  100  members 
appointed  by  the  Assembly  of  the  World  Council,  with  power  to  nominate 
additional  members  up  to  the  number  of  20  for  appointment  by  the  Central 
Committee,  all  these  to  hold  office  until  the  next  Assembly  (subject,  however 
to  any  revision  advised  by  a World  Conference  on  Faith  and  Order  as  hereinafter 
provided).  At  each  Assembly  the  list  of  membership  shall  be  revised  in  the 
light  of  recommendations  made  by  the  Commission.  When  a World  Conference 
is  held,  it  shall  advise  the  Central  Committee  on  any  necessary  revision  of  the 
membership  of  the  Commission  between  that  Conference  and  the  next  Assembly. 
In  making  appointments  care  shall  be  taken  to  secure  the  adequate  geographical 
and  confessional  representation  of  Churches. 

The  Commission  may  include  members  of  Churches  which  accept  our  Lord 
Jesus  Christ  as  God  and  Saviour  but  are  not  members  of  the  World  Council. 

Vacancies  shall  be  filled  by  the  Central  Committee  on  the  recommendation 
of  the  Commission. 

Before  appointments  are  made,  steps  shall  be  taken  to  ensure  that  the  appoint- 
ments proposed  are  acceptable  to  the  Churches  concerned. 

(iii)  The  Commission  shall  normally  meet  every  three  years  but  may  be 
called  together  at  any  time  when  major  theological  commission  reports  need 
to  be  reviewed  by  a larger  body  than  the  Working  Committee. 

(iv)  The  Commission  shall  nominate  from  its  own  members,  for  appoint- 
ment by  the  Central  Committee,  a Working  Committee  of  not  more  than  22 
members  with  power  to  nominate  not  more  than  3 additional  members.  The 
Chairman  of  the  Commission  shall  also  be  a member  ex  officio  of  the  Working 
Committee.  The  Working  Committee  shall  normally  meet  annually  and  shall 
be  responsible  (a)  for  administration  (b)  for  directing  the  study  work  and  other 
activities  of  Faith  and  Order  and  (c)  for  co-operation  with  other  agencies  of 
the  World  Council. 

Vacancies  in  the  Working  Committee  shall  be  filled  by  the  Working  Com- 
mittee itself  from  the  membership  of  the  Commission  and  submitted  to  the 
Central  Committee  for  appointment. 

(v)  There  shall  be  various  theological  commissions  set  up  by  the  Commis- 
sion or  Working  Committee.  Theological  commissions  may  include  as  members 
or  consultants  persons  who  are  not  members  of  the  Commission. 
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Meetings  of  the  Commission 

6.  The  Chairman  of  the  Commission,  or  in  his  absence  one  of  the  Vice- 
Chairmen,  shall  preside  at  meetings  of  the  Commission.  In  the  absence  of  these 
officers,  the  meeting  shall  elect  its  own  Chairman.  One-sixth  of  the  total  member- 
ship shall  constitute  a quorum. 

7.  The  notices  of  meetings  shall  be  issued  by  the  Secretary. 

8.  Members  of  the  Commission  can  name  substitutes  to  represent  them 
at  meetings  at  which  they  are  unable  to  be  present  themselves. 

9.  On  questions  of  Faith  and  Order  the  Commission  shall  not  adopt  any 
resolutions,  but  shall  confine  itself  to  recording  for  the  information  of  the  Churches 
such  agreements  and  disagreements  as  are  discovered. 

10.  Questions  of  procedure  and  the  conduct  of  the  business  of  the  Commis- 
sion shall  be  decided  by  a majority  vote  of  those  present  and  voting. 

11.  The  Working  Committee  may,  either  at  a meeting  of  the  Commission 
or  previously,  determine  the  rules  of  procedure  and  of  debate  for  the  meeting. 

12.  Persons  not  being  members  of  the  Commission  may  be  invited  by  the 
Chairman  or  the  Secretary  to  be  present  and  speak,  but  they  cannot  vote. 

Chairman 

13.  The  Chairman  shall  be  elected  by  a majority  of  votes  at  a duly  convened 
meeting  of  the  Commission,  on  the  nomination  of  the  Working  Committee. 

14.  The  Chairman  shall  hold  office  for  three  years  from  the  date  of  his 
appointment,  but  shall  be  eligible  for  re-election. 

15.  In  the  event  of  the  office  of  Chairman  falling  vacant  by  reason  of 
resignation,  incapacity  or  death,  the  two  Vice-Chairmen  and  the  Chairman  of 
the  Working  Committee  shall  be  together  responsible  for  the  appointment  of  an 
acting-Chairman  until  such  time  as  a meeting  of  the  Commission  can  be  called. 

Vice-Chairmen 

16.  Two  Vice-Chairmen  shall  be  elected  by  the  Commission  on  the  nomination 
of  the  Working  Committee,  shall  hold  office  for  three  years,  and  shall  be  eligible 
for  re-election. 

The  Secretariat 

17.  There  shall  be  at  least  one  Secretary  who  shall  be  a member  of  the  staff 
of  the  Council  employed  for  the  work  of  the  Commission  on  a full  time  basis. 

18.  The  Secretary  or  Secretaries  shall  be  nominated  by  the  Commission  to 
the  Central  Committee. 

19.  It  shall  be  the  special  responsibility  of  the  Secretary  to  maintain  full 
consultation  and  co-operation  with  the  General  Secretariat  and  with  the  other 
Departments  of  the  Council,  and  particularly  with  the  Division  of  Studies. 

20.  The  salaries  or  honoraria  to  be  paid  to  the  Secretary  or  Secretaries  shall 
be  determined  by  the  Working  Committee  and  the  officers  of  the  Council  in 
consultation. 


The  Working  Committee 

21.  The  Commission  shall  appoint  the  Chairman  of  the  Working  Committee. 

22.  Members  of  the  Working  Committee  shall  hold  office  until  the  next 
meeting  of  the  Commission,  when  the  list  of  membership  shall  be  revised. 
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23.  The  Working  Committee  shall  have  power  to  act  on  behalf  of  the  Com- 
mission in  all  matters  where  action  is  required  before  a meeting  of  the  Commission 
can  be  convened. 

24.  The  Working  Committee  shall  meet  at  such  times  and  places  as  the 
Chairman  and  the  Secretary  shall  decide  to  be  required  for  the  performance 
of  its  duty. 

25.  The  quorum  for  a meeting  of  the  Working  Committee  shall  be  seven 
members  present. 

26.  If  at  any  time  when  it  is  inconvenient  to  convene  a meeting  the  Chairman 
and  Secretary  shall  decide  that  there  is  business  needing  an  immediate  decision 
by  the  Working  Committee,  it  shall  be  permissible  for  them  to  obtain  by  post 
the  opinions  of  its  members  and  the  majority  opinion  thus  ascertained  shall 
be  treated  as  equivalent  to  the  decision  of  a duly  convened  meeting. 

The  Department 

27.  The  Chairman,  Vice-Chairmen,  Secretaries,  Chairman  of  the  Working 
Committee  and  the  Chairmen  of  Theological  Commissions  shall  together  be 
known  as  the  Council’s  Faith  and  Order  Department. 

28.  The  Department  shall  be  responsible  for  continuously  carrying  on  the 
work  of  the  Commission  between  meetings  of  the  Commission  and  the  Working 
Committee,  both  by  (i)  promoting  the  studies  of  the  Theological  Commissions 
and  (ii)  following  all  developments  in  the  matter  of  the  union  of  Churches  and 
keeping  all  the  Churches  informed  of  these  developments.  It  shall  maintain 
full  consultation  and  co-operation  with  the  Division  of  Studies  of  the  Council. 

29.  The  Secretaries  shall  be  the  only  officers  of  the  Commission  employed 
by  the  Council  on  a full-time  basis  ; the  other  members  of  the  Department  shall 
be  persons  giving  part-time  service  to  the  Commission  whilst  being  also  actively 
engaged  in  the  service  of  their  own  Churches. 

The  Theological  Commissions 

30.  The  work  of  the  Theological  Commissions  shall  be  to  prepare  reports 
which  may  serve  as  the  basis  for  discussion  in  the  Commission,  at  the  Assemblies 
of  the  World  Council,  or  at  Conferences  on  Faith  and  Order,  on  the  subjects 
referred  to  them  under  § 5 (v)  above. 

31.  Each  Theological  Commission  shall  be  composed  of  a Chairman,  Vice- 
Chairman  and  Secretary  with  other  members  chosen  for  their  special  competence 
in  the  particular  field  of  study  and  representing  as  wide  a variety  as  possible 
of  ecclesiastical  traditions.  The  Chairman,  Vice-Chairman  and  Secretary  shall 
be  appointed  by  the  Commission,  and  they  shall  then  select  and  appoint  the 
other  members  in  consultation  with  the  Working  Committee,  or  in  case  of 
emergency  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

The  Budget 

32.  The  Commission’s  financial  year  shall  run  from  1st  January  to  31st 
December. 

33.  An  annual  budget  of  expenditure  shall  be  drawn  up  by  the  Secretary  in 
consultation  with  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Council ; it  shall  be  submitted 
to  the  Working  Committee  for  its  approval  and  when  so  approved  shall  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  Council  for  final  adoption.  Copies  shall  then  be  sent  to  all  members 
of  the  Commission. 
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34.  The  budget  shall  specify  the  amount  allocated  for  the  expenses  of  each 
Theological  Commission,  and  each  Theological  Commission  shall  be  responsible 
for  deciding  its  manner  of  using  its  allocation  within  the  limits  prescribed  in 
the  budget. 


Revision 

35.  Any  amendment  to  this  Constitution  shall  be  submitted  by  the  Faith 
and  Order  Commission  and  must  be  approved  by  the  Assembly  or  the  Central 
Committee. 
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The  early  documents  of  the  World  Conference  on  Faith  and  Order 
have  now  been  made  available  in 

MICROFILM 

by  the  BOARD  OF  MICROTEXT  of  the 
AMERICAN  THEOLOGICAL  LIBRARY  ASSOCIATION 


Correspondence  file  1910-1924  of  the  first  Secretary,  Robert  H.  Gardiner 
Minutes  1910-1949  of  the  Episcopal  Church’s  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order 
Minutes  1910-1927  of  that  Commission’s  Executive  Committee 

Together  these  constitute  858  lineal  feet  of  film,  price  $105. — plus  shipping 
charges.  The  files  may  be  procured  separately,  or  portions  of  the  film  may 
be  supplied  as  required  with  a minimum  charge  of  $5. — . 


ADDRESS  INQUIRIES  TO  : 

Raymond  P.  Morris 
Chairman,  ATLA  Board  of  Micro  text 
Yale  Divinity  School  Library 
409  Prospect  Street 
New  Haven  11,  Conn. 

USA 
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Survey  of  Church  Union  Negotiations,  1959-61.  (Reprinted  from  The  Ecumenical  Review 
Vol.  XIV  No.  3,  April  1962.)  (FOC  Paper  No.  35.)  Sw.  Fr.  0.65,  $0.15,  Is. 

He  is  Our  Peace  : eight  Bible  studies.  Available  in  English,  French  and  German. 
Sw.  Fr.  1. — , N Fr.  1. — , DM.  1. — , Is.  9d.  (Although  prepared  in  the  first  instance 
for  the  Week  of  Prayer  for  Christian  Unity,  1963,  this  Bible  study  booklet  is  suitable 
for  use  at  any  other  time.) 
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